How much does school matter? : an examination of adolescent dating violence perpetration by Rice, Melissa P.
Retrospective Theses and Dissertations Iowa State University Capstones, Theses and Dissertations 
1-1-2006 
How much does school matter? : an examination of adolescent 
dating violence perpetration 
Melissa P. Rice 
Iowa State University 
Follow this and additional works at: https://lib.dr.iastate.edu/rtd 
Recommended Citation 
Rice, Melissa P., "How much does school matter? : an examination of adolescent dating violence 
perpetration" (2006). Retrospective Theses and Dissertations. 19078. 
https://lib.dr.iastate.edu/rtd/19078 
This Thesis is brought to you for free and open access by the Iowa State University Capstones, Theses and 
Dissertations at Iowa State University Digital Repository. It has been accepted for inclusion in Retrospective Theses 
and Dissertations by an authorized administrator of Iowa State University Digital Repository. For more information, 
please contact digirep@iastate.edu. 
~-Io~w ~nueh does s~ehooi matter? ~n e~arr~ination of adoleseent dating violer~ee perpetration 
~~ 
Melissa P. ,.ice 
~ thesis submitted to the graduate faculty 
in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the degree of 
~fiAST~R. ~~ S~TF.~T~E 
Niaj or: ~-Iuarnan ~evelopm.ent anal Fa~.ily Studies 
Program. of S~dy ~on~ittee: 
Brenda ~. ~oh~rnan, ~1aj or Professor 
I~Iegan J. Murphy 
Susan I~. Stewart 
~o~va State ~.Tniversity 
~~es, ~o~va 
Zook 
Graduate College 
Iowa State University - 
. This is to certify that. the master's thesis of 
Melissa P: Rice - . 
has rn et the ,thesis requirements of Iowa State University 
Signatures have been redacted for privacy 
111 
TABLE OF CONTENTS 
ABSTRACT 
INTRODUCTION 
METHOD S 
RESULTS 
D~IS CUS S ION 
FIGLT~ZES AND TABLES 
APPENDIX: LITER.ATI:TRE REV ~  N:W 
REFERENCES 
. ACI~~TOWLEDGMENTS 
1V 
1 
9 
17 
25 
40 
SS 
73 
86 
1V 
ABSTRACT 
The purpose of this study was two-fold: 1) to identify how school concepts maybe 
independently related to dating violence perpetration and 2) to assess how these factors may 
reduce or exacerbate the relationship between parental domestic violence and adolescent 
dating violence perpetration, while accounting for adolescent and family characteristics. The 
school factors examined include academic difficulties, involvement with school, involvement 
with antisocial peers, and school violence. The adolescent characteristics included were: 
gender, race, alcohol and/or drug use, mental health problems, childhood sexual abuse, and 
externalizing behavior problems. Family factors included: family structure, maternal 
education, family income, parent-child anger and alienation, parent-child trust and 
communication, father involvement, harsh physical punishment, and parental monitoring. All 
three waves of the Welfare, Children, and Families: A ~'h~ee-City Study were used tN = 765; 
ages 16-20). Associations- between the school factors and dating violence perpetration as well 
as potential moderating school factors in the intergenerational transmission of violence were 
assessed using Ordinary Least Squares (OLS) multiple regression techniques. Overall, being 
female, using drugs and/or alcohol, being involved with antisocial peers, having externalizing 
behavior problems, and being angry or alienated from one's mother was associated with 
greater dating violence perpetration. School involvement was a significant moderator 
between parental domestic violence and adolescent dating. violence perpetration. Results 
varied by gender. and race, including analyses assessing the school moderators. Implications 
for the prevention of dating violence perpetration are discussed. 
1 
INTRODUCTION 
Adolescent dating violence is as much a societal problem as domestic violence, with rates 
of each ranging from 10% ~to 36.5% of couples {Ely, Dulmus, & Wodarski, 2002). Dating 
violence is defined as "physical assault or acts of bodily harm, including psychological and 
emotional abuse, verbal or implied, that take place in private or in social situations" (EIy et 
al., 2002, p. 34), which differs from domestic violence only in that the dating couple is not 
bound by blood or law (Burgess &Roberts, 2002). Research indicates that males and females 
are equally as likely to report involvement in reciprocal participation in dating violence. 
However, gender differences exist in the types of perpetration committed by males and 
females. Specifically, girls are much more likely to pinch, slap, scratch, or kick while boys 
are more likely to punch and force their girlfriends into unwanted sexual activity {Molidor & 
Tolman, 1.998). Consequently, females are typically more seriously injured by their male 
partners as compared to the Less severe injuries males incur from their female partners (Ely et 
al., 2002; Molidor: &Tolman, 1998; Simons, Lin, &Gordon, 1998; Wekerle &Wolfe, 1999). 
Rather than focusing on the outcomes of dating violence perpetration, this project 
assesses precursors to dating violence perpetration. The influences of adolescent and family 
characteristics on dating violence perpetration in romantic relationships have been 
thoroughly researched. The most widely studied family precursor, parental domestic 
violence, has consistently been found to increase adolescents' Likelihood to perpetrate 
violence in their dating relationships (Foo &Margolin, 1995; Markowitz, 2001; Rosenbaum 
& Leisring, 2003; Schwartz, O'Leary, & Kendziora, 1997; Whitfield, Anda, Dube, & Felitti, 
2003; Williams, Van Dorn, Hawkins, Abbott &Catalano, 2001; Wolf & Foshee, 2003). This 
relationship is commonly referred to as the intergenerational transmission of violence. 
However an important part of adolescents' lives that has not been examined is the influence 
of school factors on dating violence perpetration. Indeed, school factors have been linked, in 
general, to an adolescent's propensity to be delinquent or involved in antisocial behaviors 
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(Battistich, Schaps, &Wilson, 2004; Everett &Price, 1995; Farrington, 2005; O'Keefe, 
1998, 1997). However, few studies have assessed the Links among school factors .and dating 
violence perpetration. Moreover, relatively few of those have simultaneously controlled for 
family precursors including such concepts as the intergenerational transmission of violence 
(Battistich et al., 2004; Bergman, 1992; Everett &Price, 1995; Gifford-Smith, Dodge, 
Dishion, &McCord 2005; O'Keefe, 1997, 1998; Ozer, Tschann, Pasch, &Flores, 2004). A 
description of these results is detailed below. 
Low academic achievement (Everett &Price, 1995; Farrington, 1989; Herrenkohl, 
Maguin, Hill, Hawkins, Abbott, &Catalano, 2000), involvement with antisocial peers 
(Farrington, 2005; Gifford-Smith et al., 2005; Herrenkohl et al., 2000), and participation in 
school violence (O'Keefe, 1998, 1997; Ozer et a1., 2004) are three aspects of the school 
environment. that have been linked to an adolescent's likelihood to participate in delinquent 
and antisocial behavior. On the other hand, involvement with school has been shown to lower 
the likelihood that adolescents will participate in these behaviors (Battistich et al., 2004; 
Herrenkohl, Tajima, Whitney, &Huang, 2005; Resnick, Bearman, Blum, Bauman, Harris, 
Jones, . et al., 1997). Although all of these factors have been shown to have. independent 
effects on delinquent and antisocial behaviors, these factors have not been linked directly to 
dating, violence perpetration in adolescence. Furthermore, research has not addressed how 
these school concepts.may interact with the intergenerational transmission of dating violence 
perpetration. Thus, the purpose of this study is two-fold: .l) to identify how school. concepts 
maybe independently related to dating violence perpetration and 2) to assess how these 
factors may reduce or exacerbate the relationship between parental domestic violence and 
adolescent dating violence perpetration, while accounting for adolescent and family 
characteristics. 
3 
Theoretical Framework 
The most widely used framework in the study of the intergenerational transmission of 
violence is social learning theory (Gray &Foshee, 1997; Lewis & Fremouw, 2001; Reitzel-
Jaffe &Wolfe, 2001; Swinford, DeMaris, Cernkovich, &Giordano, 2000; Wolf &Foshee, 
2003). This theory proposes that behavior is learned through watching others engage in the 
behavior, or in other words, modeling another's actions (Bandura, 1977). For example, a 
child who experiences domestic violence at home will carry-over those observed behaviors 
and model those actions in future romantic relationships. In this project, social learning 
theory is extended beyond modeling within the family system and is utilized to explain how 
the school environment may also influence adolescent dating violence perpetration. For 
instance, children who watch violent behaviors between peers or participate in violent acts at 
school will model this violent behavior in other interactions, such as in romantic 
relationships. However, one downfall of using the social learning theory to explain dating 
violence perpetration is that it does not specify the context in which the violence occurs or 
how multiple contexts may intertwine to reduce or exacerbate modeling. these violent 
behaviors. To fill this gap in social learning theory, Bronfenbrenner's ecological framework 
will also be used to guide the current research because it attends to contextual factors that 
may influence the transmission of violence, specifically how the school environment impacts 
adolescent dating violence perpetration. 
The original ecological model posed that there were four hierarchical systems that act and 
react on each other: micro-, meso-, exo-, and macrosystems (Bronfenbrenner, 1989). A 
microsystem is the most basic interactional level. It is the pattern of activities, roles, and 
interpersonal relations experienced by the individual in any given system.. {e.g., family, 
school). Specif cally, it contains the factors within a child's immediate environment. These 
factors directly affect the developing adolescent, and, in turn, maybe affected by the 
adolescent. In this study, three microsytems are the focus —the adolescent,. the family, and 
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the school. The second system, the nlesosysten~ involves .interactions among settings. For 
example, for the developing adolescent, a relationship between the youth's family and school 
system is a mesosystem. In this study, while controlling for adolescent and characteristics, -
how domains of the school system interact with one particular characteristic of the family 
system —exposure to domestic violence, is the focus. The next le~7el, the exosysten~, includes 
settings that affect the indi~7idual but with ~-hich the individual does not interact d.irectl~r 
(e.g., a. parent's ~rc~rkplace). Finally, the macros}rstern represents the braade~c racial context 
such as cultu~•al ideologies or values that may influence the developing adolescent. Assessing 
the impact of the exo- and macrosystems is beyond the scope of the current study. A detailed 
illustration of the macrosystems and mesosystem relationships is shown in Figure 1. 
As detailed above and shown in the figure, parental domestic violence has consistently 
been found to increase adolescents' likelihood to perpetrate violence in their dating 
relationships (Foo &Margolin, 1995; Markowitz, 2001; Rosenbaum & Leisring, 2003; 
Schwartz et al., 1997; ~%"Vhitfield et al., 2003; Williams et a1., 2001; Wolf &Foshee, 2003). 
However, as postulated by the theoretical frameworks and supported by past research, 
predictors of dating violence perpetration during adolescence include more than a child's 
exposure to parental violence (Herrenkohl, Huang, Tajima ~ Whitney, 2003; O'Keefe, 1998; 
Rosenbaum & Leisring, 2003; Smith &Williams, 1992; Tolan, Gorman-Smith &Henry, 
2002). Not, only does exposure to parental violence influence the adolescents' likelihood of 
perpetrating violence in their dating relationships, but several characteristics of the 
adolescent as well as behaviors and demographics of their family have been found to increase 
the likelihood adolescents will perpetrate violence in their dating relationships. 
The adolescent tnicrosystem precursors that have been found to impact the 
intergenerational transmission of violence are: being male (Foo &Margolin, 1995), being an 
African-American. (Foshee, Ennett, Bauman, Benefield, & Suchindran, 2005; Foshee, Linder, 
MacDougall, & Bangdiwala, 2001; Malik, Sorenson, Aneshensel, 1997; O'Keefe, 1997), 
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being a user of alcohol and/or drugs (Foo &Margolin, 1995; LaVoie, Robitaille, &Hebert, 
2000), suffering from mental health problems (Hilton &Harris, 2005; McCloskey &Lichter, 
2003; Rosenbaum & Leisring, 2003), experiencing childhood sexual abuse (DiLillo, Giuffre, 
Tremblay, &Peterson, 2001; Graves, Sechrist, ~%'~hite, &Paradise, 2005; Whitfield et al., 
2003; Wolfe, Scott, Wekerle, &Pittman, 2001), and having externalizing behavior problems 
(beater-Deckard, Dodge, Bates, &Pettit, 1998; Norlander ~ Eckhardt, 2004; Wolf & 
Foshee, 2003). 
Family microsystem precursors include: living in a single parent household (Foshee, et 
al., 2005), having a mother with less than a high school education (Foshee, et al., 2005), 
having a low family income (Herrenkohl et al., 2003; Lichter &McCloskey, 2004; 
Markowitz, 2001; Stets &Henderson, 1991; Straus & Gelles, 1986), engaging in a hostile 
parent-child relationship (O'Keefe, 1994; Shek, 2005), experiencing poor communication 
with parents (Andrews, Foster,. Capaldi, &Hops, 2000; Vazsonyi, 2003), experiencing low 
levels of father involvement (Simons et al., 1998), having experienced harsh physical 
punishment (Lavoie, Hebert, Tremblay, Vitaro, Vezina, &McDuff, 2002; Swinford et al., 
2000), and receiving low parental monitoring (Chase, Treboux, &O'Leary, 2002; Lavoie et 
al., 2002). 
As each of these microsystems interact to create a mesosytem, the impact each system 
has on dating violence perpetration may change, making it critical to account for all systems 
that adolescents experience. These systemic interactions may increase or decrease the 
likelihood an adolescent will perpetrate dating violence given the experience of parental 
domestic violence. For example, for adolescents who live in a household with parental 
domestic violence, experiencing.. academic difficulties, not being involved in school, being 
involved with antisocial peers, or participating in school violence may exacerbate the 
relationship between parental domestic violence and dating violence perpetration. 
Furthermore, the adolescent's race and gender may impact how each school factor moderates 
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the intergenerational transmission of violence because both are aspects of the adolescent's 
ecosystem. Specifically, and beyond the scope of this study, societal and cultural values —
aspects of the macrosystem -may influence the impact school factors have on the 
intergenerational transmission of violence. For instance, Hispanics have clearly defined 
gender roles, which may influence the importance of school factors in their lives, with 
respect'to reducing or exacerbating the intergenerational transmission of violence. If girls are 
raised to follow in their mother's footsteps and boys are raised to follow their father's, 
perhaps this lowers the protection or risk associated with school factors, because these family 
factors are more important. This complex set of interconnected characteristics has received 
little empirical attention. Thus, guided by the knowledge of modeling from social learning 
theory and incorporating Bronfenbrenner's concepts of the micro- and mesosystems from the 
ecological framework, the central aim of this study is to understand how school factors 
influence dating violence perpetration and how each school-related concept reduces or 
exacerbates the intergenerational transmission of violence. Based on the theoretical 
frameworks and literature reviewed above, several key research questions are posed: 
(1) Does the intergenerational transmission of violence occur in the Thee-City Study? 
(2) After controlling for adolescent and family characteristics, does the intergenerational 
transmission of violence still occur in the Thee-City Study? 
(3) Are the school factors of academic difficulties, school involvement, involvement 
with antisocial peers, and exposure to school violence linked to adolescents' 
perpetration of violence in romantic relationships? 
(4) After controlling for adolescent and family characteristics, are the school-related 
concepts still linked to adolescent dating violence perpetration? 
(5) Do school factors moderate (e.g., reduce or exacerbate) the relationship between 
parental domestic violence and adolescent dating violence perpetration? 
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(6) Are there gender and/or race differences in the intergenerational transmission of 
violence or in dating violence perpetration? Do the moderating effects of school 
factors on the intergenerational transmission of violence vary by.race and/or gender 
of the adolescent? 
These questions are assessed using longitudinal data from T~elfa~e, Children, and 
Families: A Thee-City Study. The Thee-City Study is a large sample of predominately lower 
income, minority adolescents and their caregivers who were studied longitudinally from 1999 
to 2006 in Boston, Chicago, and San Antonio. Utilizing this sample allows for comparisons 
between low income boys and girls, as well as between African-American and Hispanic 
adolescents;, comparisons that are currently lacking in the literature on adolescent dating 
violence perpetration. Race and gender were included in the models to account for each in 
the transmission of violence, but will also be assessed for differences in perpetration rates 
and in how school factors may influence boys and girls and African-Americans and 
Hispanics differently with respect to dating violence perpetration. Race and gender 
differences are critical to analyze not only because few studies on adolescent dating violence 
perpetration assess for such. differences, but of those that do examine differences, results are 
mixed. For example, one study found that whites perpetrate more violence in romantic 
relationships than African-Americans (O'Keefe, 1994), whereas other studies found that 
African-Americans perpetrate more dating violence than whites (Foshee et a1., 2005; Foshee 
et a1.,.2001; Malik et al., 1997; O'Keefe, 1997). with respect to gender, males were shown to 
be more likely to perpetrate dating violence than females (Doumas, Margolin, John, 1994; 
Foo &Margolin, 1995; Schwartz et al., 1997); however, in more recent years, girls have been 
shown to perpetrate dating violence more often than boys (Foshee, 1996; K.aura &Allen, 
2004; Lichter & 3VIcCloskey, 2004; O'Keefe & Treister, 1998). This difference maybe from 
the increased awareness and stigma of dating violence perpetration, decreasing boys' 
Likelihood to report perpetration, which makes it appear that girls perpetrate more than boys. 
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The present study will advance the existing literature on dating violence perpetration by 
including several contextual factors in the analyses, which will better explain race and gender 
differences if any exist. For example, it maybe true that African-Americans perpetrate more 
dating violence than whites, but when drug and alcohol use, father involvement, and 
academic difficulties, among other factors, are included in the analyses the differences may 
disappear. No studies have had such a rich array of relevant covariates. In addition, the 
longitudinal nature of the Thee-City ~`tudy allows for a more thorough understanding of the 
complex relationships that exist among adolescents' individual characteristics, school and 
family environments,. and the likelihood to perpetrate dating violence. Further, the use of the 
Automated Computer Assisted .Survey Interview (ACASI) increases the validity of reporting 
on dating violence perpetration (Turner et al., 1998. ACASI allows respondents to enter 
answers directly into the laptop computer while listening to questions on headphones. The 
use of anon-clinical sample is another strength of the present study because the sample is 
more heterogeneous with respect to mental health status and Iiving environment. 
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METHODS 
Sample and Procedure 
The first, second, and third waves of data from the survey component of Welfare, 
Children, and Families: A Thee-City Study were utilized in the current study. The Th~ee-
City Study is ahousehold-based, stratified random-sample of over 2,0001ow-income children 
and their caregivers in low-income neighborhoods in Boston, Chicago, and San, Antonio. In 
1999, over 40,000 households were screened by professional, trained interviewers with a 90 
percent response rate. Eligibility was based on age of the children in the household, 
racelethnicity, family income, and marital status. Eighty-two percent of the eligible families 
agreed to participate in the study, which gives an overall response rate of 74 percent. An 
average of 16 months after the first wave of data collection in 1999, approximately 88 
percent of the families completed a second interview. A third interview occurred four years 
later in 2005, with an overall retention rate of 80 percent. In over 90 percent of the cases, the 
caregiver was the biological mother at wave 1. The youth were ages 10 to 14 years in wave l~ 
and 16 to 20 years. in wave 3 (W3 : N = 765). The sample for the current study is 
representative of families with adolescents living in low-income neighborhoods in Boston, 
Chicago, and San .Antonio. 
At wave 1, interviewers selected one focal child and hislher caregiver from each of the 
eligible households to complete cognitive assessments and in-person interviews at each wave 
of data collection. These participants were then interviewed at each data collection period. 
Adolescents and caregivers completed surveys using a Computer Assisted Personal Interview 
(CAPIj. CAPI allovc~s trained field interviewers to enter responses into a laptop computer 
during the interview process. When answering potentially sensitive questions like those 
related to domestic violence, sexuality or drug and alcohol use, adolescents and mothers used 
an Automated Computer Assisted Survey Interview (ACASI), which allows respondents to 
enter answers directly into the laptop computer while listening to questions on headphones. 
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The use of ACASI has been shown to increase the validity of reporting on sensitive topics 
(Turner et al., 1998). Adolescents' interviews lasted approximately 30 minutes and took 
place separate from their mother's interviews. The youth were asked about their social, 
emotional, and behavioral functioning, schooling, and interactions with their peers and 
parents. At each data collection period, mothers participated in two-hour interviews, which 
asked questions about themselves, their families, households, and children. 
Relevant to this study, mothers answered the same set of questions about domestic 
violence, family processes, children's schooling, and demographics in waves 1, 2, and 3. 
Adolescents were asked the same set of questions about their mental health, sexuality, drug 
use, alcohol use, schooling, as well as perceptions about their relationships with their mothers 
and fathers in all three waves. In wave 2, an additional set of questions regarding the teens' 
relationships with their peers was added. These questions were also asked at the final wave of 
data collection. Finally, in wave 3, a more explicit assessment of their schooling experiences 
as well as their exposure to dating violence was examined. A detailed chart of variables 
measured at each wave and by which respondent is presented in Table 1. 
1Vleasures 
Dependent Tla~iable 
Dating violence pe~pet~ation. In wave 3, adolescents reported on dating violence in any 
romantic relationships they had ever had. Only five adolescents had ever cohabitated and 
nine had ever been married. Using ACASI, a modified version of the Conflict Tactics Scale 
(Straus, 1979) was used to assess their experiences with dating violence perpetration and 
victimization. Specifically, nine items assessed perpetration of dating violence using yes (1) 
and no ~ (o) responses. Factor analysis was conducted and reliabilities (a~,3 = .69) were 
computed for the dating violence perpetration items to create a composite. If 2/3 of the items 
had valid answers, _items were steed with higher scores reflecting more perpetration. 
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Independent Variables 
Intergene~ational Transmission of Violence 
Domestic violence. Mothers reported their experiences with domestic violence 
(psychological and physical) using ACASI in all three waves of data collection. A modified 
version of the Conflict Tactics Scale (Straus, 1979) was used to assess their experiences. 
During all interviews respondents answered 12 questions on a 4-point Likert scale to indicate 
how often an act of domestic violence had happened in the past 12 months (1 =never to 4 = 
often). A composite score was created for each wave of the survey by calculating a mean 
across all items in the scale (a~,1 = .89; aW2 = .87). In the current analyses, an average score 
of the wave 1 and 2 domestic violence indices were used. 
Demographics 
Race and gender. Adolescent race and gender were obtained at wave 1. Three categories 
were created to represent the adolescent's race: African-American, Hispanic, as well as 
White and other ethnicities. The referent group was African-American. Gender information 
was represented with one dichotomous variable, with a 1 representing a girl. 
Income. Information on family income was collected by asking the mothers for their 
previous month's income before taxes and deductions. Also included in the calculation of 
income was unemployment insurance, food stamps, SSI, cash welfare income, child support 
: payments, social .security disability, worker's compensation/other disability, social security 
retirement or survivor payments, other pension or retirement income, income from relatives, 
income from friends, and any other source of income. The sum of the income from all of the 
total sources was created for each wave of the survey. Maternal reports of family income 
from waves 1 and 2 were averaged together for use in current analyses. 
Family st~uctu~e. In waves 1, 2, and 3 family structure was assessed by a categorical 
variable that was created to represent mothers' marital status across the first two waves with 
the categories: stably single, stably two-parent, stably separated, into a union {moving from 
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single to two-parent between waves 1 and 2), or experiencing a disruption (moving from 
two-parent to single between waves 1 and 2). Due to a small group of cohabiters, parsing out 
this group was not possible. The referent group was stable two-parent households. 
1V~ate~nal education and age. A dichotomous variable was created to assess maternal 
education status at wave 2 with a 1 representing less~than a high school education and a 0 
representing at least a high school education. Adolescent and mother age was assessed at 
each wave of data collection, with both ages reflected in years. The current analyses utilized 
the adolescent's age as reported in wave 3 and the mother's age from wave 2. 
School Factors 
Academic difficulties. The adolescents and their mothers reported about academic 
difficulties at each wave of data collection. It was measured using reports of grades received 
in school according ~to the adolescent's most recent report card, using a scale of 1 (mostly 
A 's) to 5 (mostly F s). Adolescents' and mothers' grade reports were positively correlated at 
wave 1 (~ _ .77; p < .001). In addition, approximately 93 percent of adolescents' and 
mothers' reports were within one letter grade of each other. A t-test was conducted to test 
whether adolescents (M = 3.68) or mothers (M = 3.70) reported higher grades (t = .56, p = 
.58). Since the t-test was not significant and to reduce shared method variance, mothers' 
reports of adolescents' academic difficulties were used, with higher scores reflecting more 
difficulties. Waves 1 and 2.were averaged together to create an academic difficulties 
composite for use in the current analyses. 
School involvement. Adolescents were asked about their schooling in all three waves of 
-data collection (Elliot, Wilson, Huizinga, Sampson, Elliot, &Rankin, 1996). Seven items in 
the schooling section assessed the extent the adolescent was involved in school activities in 
the prior 12 months using a yes (1) or no (o) response. Activities ranged from earning awards 
for performances to participating in after-school activities. Each wave's items were summed 
if 2I3 of the items were answered, with higher scores reflecting greater school involvement. 
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School involvement scores from waves 1 and 2 were averaged together to create a composite 
for use in the current analyses. 
Involvement with antisocial pees. Adolescents were asked about peer relations in the 
second. and third waves of data collection (Elliot et al., 1996). Of the 27 items in the peer 
relations section, 11 asked about the adolescent having friends who take part in delinquent 
activities like stealing, doing drugs, drinking alcohol, and carrying a weapon. The responses 
to these items are on a 1 (none of them) to 4 (all of them) Likert scale. Each wave's items 
were summed if 213 of the items were answered so higher scores reflect more antisocial 
friends {aW2 = .88). Waves 2 and 3 composite scores of involvement with antisocial peers 
were averaged together. 
School violence. In all three waves of data collection, caregivers were asked one question 
"Is the school a safe place" using a 4-point Liken scale with 1 being strongly disagree to 4 
being strongly agree. Items were reverse coded so high scores reflect the parent feeling that 
the school is not a safe place. Item scores were averaged across the first two waves to create 
a composite reflecting mothers' feelings of school safety. 
Adolescent ~acto~s 
Dnug and alcohol use. At each wave, adolescent problem behaviors were measured using 
a subset of a 17-item series adapted from the National Longitudinal Study of Youth (NLSY; 
Bonus; Carpenter, Crowley, & Daymont, 1982) and the Youth Deviance Scale (Gold, 1970; 
used by Steinberg, Mounts, Lamborn, & Dornbusch, 1991). Five questions assessed the 
adolescent's drug and alcohol use within the past year on a 1 {never) to 4 (often) scale. If 
three of the flue drug and alcohol items were answered, items were summed with higher 
scores reflectin more usa e a g g (w~ = .57; aW2 = .69). In these analyses, composite scores from 
waves 1 and 2 were averaged together to assess adolescent drug and alcohol use. 
Mental health problems. Adolescents completed a shortened version of the Brief 
Symptom Inventory (BSI-18; Derogates, 2000) at each interview. This scale assesses three of 
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the original nine areas of psychiatric symptoms including depression (aW1 = .81; a~2 = .83), 
anxiety (aW1 = .82; aW2 = .92), and somatization (aWi = .76; aW2 = .76) at each wave of data 
collection (18 .items; a~,1 = .91; a~,2 = .91). Composite scores were created according to the 
scales authors. To address skewness in the raw subscale scores, variables were transformed 
by adding 1 to the raw score and taking the natural log. Wave 1 and 2 depression scores and 
wave 1 and 2 anxiety scores were averaged to create two composites. rThe current analyses 
did not utilize the somatization scores. 
Childhood sexual abuse. Qne question. from the 25-item series that addressed 
adolescents' sexual experiences asked about sexual abuse: The incidence of childhood sexual 
abuse was assessed at waves one and two only by asking "Has anyone ever tried or 
succeeded in doing something_ sexual to you or making you do something ,sexual to them 
against your wishes?" A dummy variable was created with 1 representing abuse at either 
wave and 0 representing no abuse. 
~xte~nalizing behaviors. Mothers completed the Child Behavior Check List (CBCL; 
Achenbach, 1991.)- at each wave of data collection. This widely used measure assesses the 
adolescent's emotional and behavioral problems. The CBCL can be broken into two 
subscales: internalizing behaviors (depression and anxiety) and externalizing behaviors 
(aggression and delinquency; awi = .90; au,2 = .90); however, only the externalizing 
behaviors scores were utilized in the current analyses. Standard scores (t-scores) were 
calculated for the externalizing behaviors subscale based on normative information from a 
nationally representative sample gathered by the scales' author. A composite score, reflecting 
the average of the waves 1 and 2 externalizing subscale t-scores was used in the current 
analyses. 
Family Factors 
Mother-child ~elatzonship. Adolescents completed the inventory of Parent- and Peer 
Attachment (Il'PA; Armsden &Greenberg, 1987) to report on their relationship with their 
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mothers at all three waves of the survey. Twelve items were used to assess several aspects of 
the mother-child relationship with a 1 (never tYue) to 5 (always true) scale. The measured 
aspects included feelings of warmth and connectedness (aW1 = .73; aW2 = .81), trust and 
communication (aW1 = .76; aW2 = .79), and anger and alienation (aW1 = .63; aW2 = .72). A 
composite was created for each wave by reverse coding the warmth and communication 
items and creating a mean of all the items scored, with higher scores representing poorer 
communication. and more hostility between mother and adolescent. Waves 1 and 2 of the 
mother-child relationship scores were averaged together. 
Father-child relationship. Adolescents responded to the same set of questions about their 
perceived relationship with fathers as they did with mothers. Again; the measured aspects 
included feelings of warinth and connectedness (aWl = .68; aW2 = .84), trust and 
communication (a~,t = .91; aW2 = .90), and anger and alienation (aW1 = .65; aW2 = .71). 
FatheY involvement. The mother and the adolescent responded to similar items on father 
involvement in each wave. Each responded to seven items about contact in the last 12 months 
using a scale from 1 (never in the past 12 months) to 5 (almost every day), the extent the 
father is involved in daily tasks with the child using a scale from 1 (none) to 3 (most of the 
responsibility), how often the mother can count on the father to care for the child using a 
scale from 1 (never) to 5 (always), and closeness to the father and his family using a scale 
from 1 (not very close) to 4 (extremely close). Mother and adolescent responses were 
positively correlated at wave 1 (~ _ .41; p < .001); therefore the current study only utilized 
the father involvement as reported by the mothers to reduce shared method variance. Items 
were standardized and were averaged if 2/3 of the items had valid responses (aVJ1 = .96; aW2
_ .94). High scores reflect more father involvement. The current analyses utilized an average 
score of waves 1 and 2 reports of father involvement. 
Harsh physical punishment. Mothers answered items regarding their parenting style in 
each of the three waves. Two questions asked about the use of spanking, which represents 
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harsh physical punishment in the current, study. These item responses used a scale from 1 
(definitely true) to 4 (definitely false). The items were reverse coded and then averaged with a 
high score representing the use of harsh physical punishment (aW1 = .78; aW2 = .76). Waves 1 
and 2 were averaged together to create a composite for the mother's report of harsh physical 
punishment. 
Parental monitoring. Adolescents were asked about their perception of parental 
monitoring at ail three waves of data collection. Items included a series of questions 
regarding curfew, mothers' awareness of friendships, mothers' knowledge of location of the 
adolescent when away from the mother, and mothers' knowledge of how free time and 
money are spent. At each wave a composite score of the nine items was created by dividing 
the item responses by the total number of response categories for the item (Steinberg et al., 
1991). Next, the recoded items were averaged across all monitoring items to create the 
overall score, with higher scores reflecting more parental monitoring (aW~ _ .67; aW2 = .72). 
The composite scores for waves 1 and 2 were averaged together to create a parental 
monitoring composite, which was used in the current analyses. 
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RESULTS 
This study focused on school characteristics that increase or decrease the likelihood an 
adolescent will perpetrate dating violence for a sample of predominantly minority, low-
income adolescent. boys and girls in Boston, Chicago, and San Antonio. First, a descriptive 
overview of dating violence perpetration, and the adolescent, family, and school factors is 
provided. Next, analysis of variance (ANOVA) ,and t-tests are presented to understand 
between group comparisons for dating violence perpetration by gender, race, mother's 
education, family structure, and childhood sexual abuse. Then, correlations among the study 
variables are provided. 
To answer. the research questions — or the association between school factors and 
adolescent dating violence perpetration — a series of Ordinary Least Squares (OLS) 
hierarchical multiple regression techniques were employed. First, parental domestic violence 
was stepped in to the models, followed by demographic characteristics, adolescent factors, 
family factors, and school factors. To examine the moderating effects of school factors on the 
intergenerational transmission of violence, interaction terms. between parental domestic 
violence and each school factor were independently assessed in each model. All analyses 
were run weighed in STATA with probability weights that are inversely proportional to the 
likelihood of being selected into the sample. Utilizing probability weights permits 
generalizations to the suggested population of adolescents with mothers who have income 
less than -200 percent of the poverty line Living in low-income neighborhoods in the three 
cities. Finally, race analyses were run for African-Americans and Hispanics, but -not for 
whites, because of the small sample of white adolescents. 
Table 2 displays the sample's gender and race distributions as well as descriptives for the 
other categorical demographics. Fifty-three percent of the sample is female, with 42% 
African-American, 53%Hispanic, and the remaining 5%white and other. With respect to 
demographics, 45% of the adolescents lived in single-parent households across the first two 
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waves of data collection, 28% lived in two-parent households, and 1 S% experienced a 
transition in parent relationship between the waves. Mothers most often did not have a high 
school education (52.9%). Finally, nearly 6% of the adolescents experienced childhood 
sexual abuse. Means, standard deviations, and ranges for all continuous variables are 
displayed in Table 3. 
To assess differences in types of dating violence perpetration across genders, a series of t-
tests were conducted. Thirty-four percent of the adolescents reported at least one instance of 
dating violence perpetration. As shown in Table 4, females perpetrated more dating violence 
than males (t(565) = -10.00, p < .001). However, the maj ority of violent acts are considered 
mild (e.g., pushing, grabbing, shoving) rather than severe (e.g., beaten or burned). In 
addition, significant differences in types of perpetration were found between the genders. 
Specifically, girls .perpetrated more violence of all types as compared to boys except for 
forced sexual activity, in which no significant difference was found. 
In addition, a series of bivariate tests were conducted to understand between group 
comparisons for dating violence perpetration by the categorical characteristics of adolescent 
race, family structure, maternal education, and childhood sexual abuse. Dating violence 
.perpetration did not vary by race or mother's education level. However, differences were 
found by if the adolescent had experienced childhood sexual abuse and family structure. 
Specifically, when assessing the full sample, adolescents who experienced childhood sexual 
abuse perpetrated more dating violence as compared to adolescents who did not ex erience p 
sexual abuse (t~48) _ -2.26, p < .OS). However, this relationship only held for African-
American females when analyses were conducted separately by race and gender (t(183) = -
2.08, p < .OS). With regard to family structure, differences were found not only by race but 
also by race and gender. African-Americans who experienced their mothers moving out of a 
relationship perpetrated more dating violence as compared to those who had parents who 
were stably separated between waves 1 and 2 (F(316) = 2.88, p < .OS). African-American 
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females who had-mothers move out of a relationship between waves 1 and 2 perpetrated 
more violence as compared to those who had mothers who were stably single (F(183) a 3.79, 
p < .O1), stably separated (p < .001), or moved into a relationship (p < .OS). Finally, Hispanic 
males who lived in stable, two-parent families perpetrated more dating violence than those 
who had a mother leave her romantic relationship (F(183) = 3.79, p < .OS). Also, those living 
in single parent households perpetrated more violence than those living with mothers 
transitioning in (p < .OS) or out (p < .OS) of a relationship between waves. 
Table S displays the correlations amongst dating violence perpetration and the 
demographic,. adolescent, family, and school factors. The correlation table shows that dating 
violence perpetration was positively related to parental domestic violence, adolescent age, 
poor grades, involvement with antisocial peers, school violence, drug and alcohol use, 
adolescent anxiety, depression, and externalizing behaviors, as well as mother-child anger 
and _alienation, poor mother-child trust and communication, and harsh punishment. 
~Iierarchical Regression Analyses 
Associations between dating violence perpetration and school factors were addressed 
through a series of OLS hierarchical regression techniques. For parsimony, only the final 
series in the hierarchical regressions are shown in Table 6, along with how these 
relationships differ by gender and race by gender of the adolescent. The final model includes 
parental domestic violence, adolescent and family demographics and characteristics, and 
school factors. Once again for parsimony, only models with significant interaction terms are 
presented in Table 7. 
Full Saynple 
To answer Research Question 1, a base model was assessed by regressing parental 
domestic violence on adolescent dating violence perpetration (R2 = .02, F(763) = 9.23_, p < 
.Ol). Indeed, a standard deviation increase in parental domestic violence was related to a .15 
standard deviation increase in dating violence perpetration (p < .01). Answering Research 
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Question 2, this relationship held after adolescent and family factors were added to Model 2 
(R2 = .26, F(740) = 4.49, p < .001). Specifically, a standard deviation increase in parental 
domestic violence .was related to a .09 standard deviation increase in dating violence 
perpetration (p < .OS). In addition, being female (~3 = .29, p < .001), using drugs and alcohol 
(~3 = .18, p < .O 1), and having externalizing behavior problems (~i = .15, p < .OS) increased an 
adolescent's likelihood to perpetrate dating violence. 
To address Research Question 3, or in other words to understand the impact the school 
microsystem has on an adolescent's Likelihood to perpetrate dating violence, only the school 
factors of academic difficulties, involvement with antisocial peers, .school involvement, and 
school violence were included in the aforementioned base model. Twenty-two percent of the 
variance in dating violence perpetration was explained by the addition of school factors (F 
(748) = 7.71, p < .001). Parental domestic violence remained significant in this model (~i = 
.10, p < .OS). However, only one of the three school factors was found to be significantly 
related to dating violence perpetration. Specifically, a standard deviation increase in 
involvement with antisocial peers was related to a .25 standard deviation increase in dating 
violence perpetration (p < .001). 
To address Research Question 4, parental domestic violence, demographics, adolescent 
factors, family factors, and school factors, were regressed on .adolescent dating violence 
perpetration. As noted above, this analysis is referred to as the full model and is displayed in 
Table 7. As shown at the bottom of the second column, 29% of the variance in dating 
violence perpetration was explained (F(736) = 4.99, p < .001). This was the first model tested 
in ;which parental domestic violence became insignificant in explaining .dating violence 
perpetration (~i = .06, p = .18). Figure 2 illustrates the change in the impact parental domestic 
violence had on dating violence perpetration with the addition of adolescent, family, and 
school factors to the models. Consistent with prior models, being female (~3 = .32, p < .001), 
using drugs and alcohol (~ _ .13, p < .OS), and being involved with antisocial peers (~3 = .21, 
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p < .001) was related to dating violence perpetration. Moreover, externalizing behavior 
problems (~i = .12, p = .10) was still found to be significant, but only at the trend level. 
To address Research Question 5, "Do school factors moderate the relationship between 
parental domestic violence and adolescent dating violence perpetration?" an interactive 
model was tested. These results are shown in Table 7. Specifically, all continuous variables 
in the regression were centered to reduce multicollinearity issues and ease interpretation of 
the moderating effects of school factors on the intergenerational transmission of violence 
(Aiken &West, 1991). Next, each school factor was multiplied by parental domestic 
violence to create an interaction term. Each interaction term was added separately to the full 
model. One of the four interactions was found to be significant. Specifically, the interaction 
term with school involvement was significant in explaining dating violence perpetration (~3 = 
.09, p < .OS). Figure 3 illustrates the relationship among domestic violence, school 
involvement, and dating violence perpetration. Indeed, as shown graphically, involvement in 
school reduced the intergenerational transmission of violence. Specifically, as shown by the 
solid line designated with squares, perpetration rates were lower given any level of domestic 
violence exposure and high involvement with school as compared to low involvement with 
school. Additionally, once again, being female (~3 = .32, p < .001), using drugs and alcohol (~3 
_ .13, p < .OS), and being involved with antisocial peers (~3 = .22, p < .001) was significantly 
linked to dating violence perpetration. Finally, mother-child anger and alienation was related 
to dating violence perpetration, but only at the trend level (~3 = .10, p = .06). 
Differences by Gender and Race 
To examine the final ~.esearch Question, how school factors influence perpetration 
differently by gender and race, the final model and the interaction models were run 
separately for each. Results of these analyses are shown in the right-hand columns of Tables 
6 & 7. Significant differences in precursors were found for males and females. Specifically, 
when the full model was run separately by gender, using drugs and alcohol (~3 = .15, p < .OS), 
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having high levels of anger and alienation with mom (~ =-  .15, p < .OS), low levels of .anger 
and alienation with dad (~3 = -.25, p < .OS) and being involved with antisocial peers (~3 = .26, 
p < .001) increased dating violence perpetration for girls (R2 = .30, p'(391) -= 3.76, p < .001). 
Girls who _exhibited. higher levels of externalizing behavior problems were also more likely 
to perpetrate dating violence but only at the trend level (~ _ .18, p = .09), Surprisingly, only 
one significant precursor emerged for boys, being involved with antisocial peers (~3 = .26, p < 
.001). No significant interactions emerged in any models run by boys and girls separately. 
Next, the final models were run separately by race. The pattern of significant results 
obtained for each racial group did not vary from the patterns of results obtained for the full 
sample. Therefore, these results are not presented. However, when race by gender 
comparisons were estimated, differences in the patterns of results did emerge. These are 
shown in the far right-hand columns of Tables 6 and 7. First, involvement with antisocial 
peers predicted dating violence perpetration across nearly all models. Specifically, a standard 
deviation increase in involvement with antisocial peers was linked to nearly 4/10 of a 
standard deviation increase in dating violence perpetration for African-American females (~3 
.42, p < .001 } and Hispanic males (~i = .3 8, p < . O l ). This relationship held for African-
.American males at a trend level (~3 = .20, p = .09), but this relationship was not found for 
Hispanic females, Anger and alienation (~3 = .25, p < .OS) and harsh physical punishment (~3 = 
.25, p < .OS) from mothers was linked to Hispanic girls' dating violence perpetration. In 
addition, using.,.drugs and alcohol was a trend level predictor of dating violence perpetration 
for Hispanic females (~3 = .17, p = .09). Family structure was not significantly related to 
Hispanic girls or boys likelihood to perpetrate; however, for African-American females, 
living in atwo-parent home was a greater risk for dating violence perpetration as compared 
to a stably separated-parent home (~3 = -.28, p < .OS). 
when testing if school factors moderated the intergenerational transmission of violence 
across gender by racial group comparisons, three statistically significant interactions were 
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found. Figures 4, S, and 6 show these relationships. First, as shown in Figure 4, school 
violence vcTas shown to exacerbate the effects of the intergenerational transmission of 
violence for African-American boys (~3 = -.32, p < .Ol). Specifically, as shown by the solid 
line denoted with triangles, high levels of violence at school and at home were risk factors 
for dating violence perpetration. Surprisingly, however, African-American males who had 
high school violence and high parental domestic violence exposure did not have as high of 
perpetration rates as adolescents who had Iow school violence exposure and high parental 
domestic violence exposure. Furthermore, in this model, African-American boys who lived 
in~ a two-parent family were more likely to perpetrate dating violence as compared to those 
who lived in a household where the mother moved into a romantic relationship between 
waves 1 and 2 (~ _ -.22, p < .OS). 
Second, as displayed in Figure 5, and inconsistent with the full-sample results, high levels 
of school involvement strengthened the relationship between domestic violence and dating 
violence perpetration for Hispanic females {~3 = .21, p < .OS). As shown by the solid line 
marked with squares, high involvement with school was a risk factor for dating violence 
perpetration for this population. On the other hand, Hispanic girls who had low school 
involvement did not differ in their levels of perpetration across domestic violence exposure 
levels. In .addition to this significant relationship for Hispanic girls, a standard deviation 
increase in mother-child anger and alienation or harsh physical punishment was related to a 
.23 standard . deviation increase in dating violence perpetration (p < ,OS). ZJsing drugs and 
alcohol (~ _ .17, p = .08) was also related to Hispanic girls' dating violence perpetration, but 
at the trend level. 
Third, as presented in Figure 6, academic difficulties exacerbated the intergenerational 
transmission of violence for Hispanic males (~i = -.20, p < .0l ). Specifically, Hispanic males 
who had academic difficulties, shown by the solid line denoted with squares, had higher 
levels of dating violence perpetration as compared to Hispanic males who had low levels of 
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academic difficulties, regardless of domestic violence exposure level. In addition, a standard 
deviation increase in involvement with antisocial peers was related to a .3 8 standard 
deviation increase in dating violence perpetration for Hispanic males (p < .O l }. 
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DISCUSSION 
This study contributes to the current body of literature on adolescent dating violence 
perpetration by simultaneously examining several adolescent, family, and school factors of 
an understudied population — a sample of predominately low-income minority adolescent 
boys. and girls. Approximately 34% of the adolescents in the Thee-City Study had 
perpetrated dating violence at least once, with most cases being "mild" violence. Mother's 
domestic violence victimization was a significant predictor of adolescent dating violence 
perpetration in all models except the model that included other relevant adolescent, family, 
and school factors. Overall, gender, drug and alcohol use, externalizing behavior, and 
involvement with antisocial peers were related to dating violence perpetration among all 
adolescents. Furthermore, adolescent's involvement in school was shown to reduce the link 
between parental domestic violence and adolescent dating violence perpetration. Discussed 
in greater detail below, these results varied by race and gender of the adolescent. The 
findings provide support for Bronfenbrenner's bioecological model, social learning theory, 
and the importance of including several microsystems and mesosystems as well as the 
concept of modeling in understanding the impact each has on adolescent dating violence 
perpetration. A comparison of these results with prior research, limitations of the current 
study, future directions for research on adolescent dating violence, and prevention 
implications are discussed. 
Comparison of Present Study Findings to Previous Work 
Types o, f 'Violence 
The: types of dating violence most commonly perpetrated and by whom are important to 
understand. In this study, girls perpetrated more dating violence than boys overall. 
Additionally, girls perpetrated significantly more of all types of violence as compared to 
boys, except for forced sexual activity, in which there was no significant difference in the 
percent that perpetrated. Overall, more mild violence (e.g., pushing, grabbing, shoving: 7t3%~ 
26 
was perpetrated as compared to moderate and severe. These findings support the dating 
violence literature to the extent that girls perpetrated more mild violence than boys (Foshee, 
1996; Giordano, Millhollin, Cernovich, Pugh, &Rudolph, 1999; Molidor &Tolman, 1998). 
However, it was also shown that girls' perpetration was not limited to these mild acts. 
Although rates of serious violence were low in this study (e.g., choking, burning, using a 
weapon), when used, they were more likely to be used by girls than boys. This does not fit 
with the overall literature (Ely et al.~, 2002; Molidor &Tolman, 1998; Simons et a1., 1998; 
Wekerle &Wolfe, 1999). This finding maybe due to the homogeneity of the study sample 
with respect to familial income and race. It maybe that low income, minority girls are more 
likely to perpetrate dating violence as compared to boys and higher income girls. 
Overall, these results have implications for education and prevention programs focused at 
decreasing adolescent dating violence perpetration. As these results show, programs should 
focus on girls as perpetrators as well as boys. In addition, these programs. need to pay 
attention to a wide variety of violent acts. Although it is not. known if these frequent acts of 
mild violence are in reaction to being a victim of violence, they do occur frequently. Thus, 
educating boys and girls alike on the types of violence as well as its consequences and 
informing them that even a threat, slap, or kick is considered dating violence is the first step 
in prevention. 
Inte~geneYational T~ansn~ission of violence 
Supporting past literature, parental domestic violence increased adolescents' likelihood to 
perpetrate dating violence when demographics, adolescent, and family factors were 
simultaneously assessed (Foo &Margolin, 1995; Markowitz, 2001; Rosenbaum & Leisring, 
2003; Schwartz et al.; 1997.; Whitfield et al., 2003; Williams et al., 2001; Wolf &Foshee, 
2003). The findings in this study contribute to the literature because a large sample of 
predominately low income minority adolescents was utilized. Using this large stratified 
random sample allows these results to be generalizable to adolescents growing up in low-
27 
income communities rather than the non-generalizable results that are typically found from 
shelter-based or college-age convenience samples. 
Finally, this study furthers the intergenerational transmission of violence literature by 
examining whether school factors are linked to this relationship. Indeed, when school factors 
were addressed along with adolescent and family characteristics, parental domestic violence 
was no longer significant in predicting adolescent dating violence perpetration. This fact 
lends support for the need to assess several contexts when attempting to increase knowledge 
about the precursors to dating violence perpetration. Without the inclusion of school factors, 
it appears that parental domestic violence is a consistent precursor to dating violence 
perpetration. However, once school factors are simultaneously considered, the 
intergenerational, transmission of violence is partially mediated. This shows that one or more 
of the school factors is also important to attend to in prevention programs. 
. In this study, involvement with antisocial peers was consistently linked to dating violence 
perpetration among adolescents, and is a stronger predictor than parental domestic violence. 
Typically families have a stronger influence on teenagers' behaviors, but when an adolescent 
lives in a family environment that is not suitable for optimal development {e.g. a violent 
home), teens often turn to peers for support tBrown, 2004; Collins & Laursen, 2004). 
HovcTever, in this study the assessment of peer groups was measured by involvement with 
antisocial peers, not through healthy supportive friendships. The concept of learning deviant 
behaviors through peer socialization is known as the Cultuxal Transmission Perspective on 
Deviance tSutherland, 1939). Items to assess this antisocial involvement included being 
involved with peers who steal, break into buildings, sell drugs, use drugs/alcohol, have gotten 
into trouble with the police, and have sex. Because this construct was used to measure 
involvement with antisocial peers, it lends support for modeling behaviors rather than teens 
just being violent in several areas of their lives. Thus, in this case, when adolescents turn to 
their peers they are being supported by friends who are accepting of violent and delinquent 
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acts. In turn, the teens may become more accepting of violence and model their peers' violent 
behaviors in their dating relationships. 
The ~mpo~tance o~•School 
Academic difficulties, involvement with• school, involvement with antisocial peers, and 
school violence have been linked to delinquency and antisocial behavior (Battistich et al., 
2004; Farrington, 2005; Herrenkohl et al., 2000; Ozer et al., 2004). Academic difficulties and 
school violence have been linked to dating violence perpetration, but have not been analyzed 
with other contextual factors like aspects of the adolescent and their family (Bergman, 1992; 
O'Keefe, 1997, 1998). The present study examined each school factor alone and with 
adolescent and, family factors to gain a better understanding of their impact on dating 
violence perpetration and on the intergenerational transmission of violence. 
Two school-related factors were found to be important. First, involvement with antisocial 
peers was related to higher rates of dating violence perpetration. Little research had examined 
this link in adolescents, but one that did for young adults found that adolescents who were 
involved with antisocial_ peers were more likely to be aggressive toward their partners in their 
early 20's (Capaldi, Dishion, Stoolmiller, & Yoerger, 2001). These findings support social 
learning theory's concept of modeling. Adolescents watch their peers' violent behaviors 
toward each other, learn the behavior, and then carry those violent behaviors out on their 
dating partners. Thus, given not only the psychosocial impacts involvement with antisocial 
peers has on a teenagers' personal development, school administrators should attend to and 
prevent antisocial behavior with peers in an attempt to decrease negative behaviors in 
romantic relationships, specifically dating violence perpetration. 
Second, school involvement was found to reduce the intergenerational transmission of 
violence. Specifically, high involvement with school protected adolescents from dating 
violence perpetration, regardless of their level of domestic violence exposure. Iii. other words, 
high involvement with school reduced the relationship ~ between parental domestic violence 
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and adolescent dating violence perpetration. This may be a result of the increased exposure to 
positive role models when adolescents are involved with school activities. This exposure 
teaches adolescent's positive behaviors for relationships, which counteracts the negative and 
violent behaviors adolescents learn at home. Thus, school administrators and teachers should 
encourage students to participate in school activities with the aim of increasing positive 
behavior role models, hence decreasing dating violence perpetration. In sum, increasing 
positive behavioral role models and decreasing antisocial behaviors is critical in the 
prevention of dating violence perpetration among adolescents. 
The emergence of significant school factors in the full model provides evidence for the 
importance of including several microsystems in the assessment of precursors to adolescent 
dating violence perpetration. Without their inclusion, prevention programs would continue to 
only focus on adolescent and family precursors, which would be missing significant 
predictors of dating violence perpetration —involvement with antisocial peers and school 
involvement. This. type of thorough assessment of precursors to dating violence perpetration 
informs policy and prevention programs on which factors to attend to in preventing this type 
of violence among adolescents. Following this research, programs are better informed on 
adolescent, family, and school factors, which increases the likelihood of preventing dating 
violence perpetration because more aspects of the adolescents' lives are being pinpointed. 
Although both of these school factors were found to be critical determinants of dating 
violence perpetration, the remaining two school factors, academic difficulties and school 
violence, were not found to be independently related to dating violence perpetration. The 
lack of sig-ni~cance with academic difficulties does not support the literature that has 
connected these difficulties with dating violence perpetration {Bergman, 1992; Cleveland, 
Herrera, & Stuewig, 2~U3). It is possible that the lack of significance in the current study is a 
result of the inclusion of factors from multiple microsystems and including other dimensions 
of the school environment. On the other hand, the lack of significance of school violence in 
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the present study may have been a result of the validity of the measure of school violence 
utilized. This construct was tapped with only one question asked of the mothers, "Is the 
school a safe place?" Asking about school safety may not be assessing the same construct 
that has been assessed in studies that found a significant Link between school violence and 
dating violence perpetration (O'Keefe, 1997, 1998). These studies used revised items from 
the Conflict Tactic Scale similar to the items in the present study that measured dating 
violence perpetration (e. g. pushing, beating, kicking). 
Adolescent and Family Precursors of Violence 
Supporting past literature, a wide array of adolescent and family characteristics were 
assessed, including family structure (Foshee, et al., 2005), drug and alcohol use (Foo & 
Margolin, 1995),.. externalizing behavior problems (beater-Deckard, Dodge, Bates, &Pettit, 
1998), parental domestic violence (Foo &Margolin, 1995), and mother-child relationship 
(O'Keefe, 1994). First, there were differences in perpetration levels depending on the 
adolescent's family structure, but only by race and race by .gender. These differences will be 
discussed in the next section. Second, six percent of the adolescents in the sample were 
sexually abused as. children, and these adolescents perpetrated more dating violence than 
children who were not sexually abused. This finding supports the literature and has 
implications for prevention of dating violence perpetration (DiLillo et al., 2001). 
Specifically, addressing the special needs of sex abuse victims in educational and therapeutic 
programs is important due to the mental as well as physical health issues that arise from this 
traumatic experience. Thus, adolescents who had this experience as a child may need special 
consideration in the prevention ~f dating violence perpetration. Additionally, it maybe 
beneficial to encourage youth to seek therapy to deal with the experience in .hopes of 
reducing their Likelihood to perpetrate dating violence as well as increase their well-being. 
Third, being female, using drugs and alcohol, and having externalizing behavior 
problems were all precursors to dating violence perpetration. Each of these findings supports 
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the literature on dating violence perpetration precursors. First, as detailed above, in the more 
recent Literature, females have been shown to perpetrate more violence than males (Foshee, 
1996; Kaura &Allen, 2004; Lichter &McCloskey, 2004; O'Keefe & Treister, 1998). 
Second, adolescents who use greater amounts of drugs and/or alcohol were at greater risk for 
perpetrating dating violence (Foo &Margolin, 1995; LaVoie, Robitaille, &Hebert, 2000). 
Drugs and alcohol lower inhibitions and therefore may play a part in an adolescent deciding 
to be violent toward his/her partner. For example, a partner's reaction to anger may vary 
when in a sober state versus when they are not. Specifically, the drugs and alcohol impair 
their judgment to -effectively make functional decisions and therefore they decide to slap or 
hit their partner in response to their anger at that person. Indeed, drugs and alcohol have been 
found to impair an adolescent's cognitive decision making skills (Chassin, Hussong, Barrera, 
Molina, Trim, &_..Ritter, 2004). Third, supporting past literature, adolescents with 
externalizing behavior problems were at increased risk for perpetrating dating violence 
(beater-Deckard et al., 1998; Norlander &Eckhardt, 2004; Wolf &Foshee, 2003). 
In sum, prevention and intervention programs should focus on reducing adolescents' drug 
and alcohol use as well as their acting out or externalizing behavior problems which in turn 
will lower rates of dating violence perpetration. Adolescents can be educated on this risk 
factor as to be aware that individuals who drink or use drugs as well as act out are more 
likely to perpetrate dating violence. Additionally, administrators, teachers, and therapists can 
teach these adolescents alternative coping strategies beyond consuming alcohol and or drugs 
as well as not acting out. Learning effective ways of dealing with anxiety would help reduce 
the risk of dating violence perpetration among individuals with these problems. Finally, 
drawing once again from social learning theory, reducing these behaviors in youth has an 
indirect effect on dating violence prevention by reducing the amount of negative behaviors 
that other teens model from their peers. This maybe an effective strategy, in Light of these 
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results that involvement with. antisocial peers was a risk factor for dating violence 
perpetration. 
Finally, adolescents who were angry at or alienated from their mothers were also at risk 
for dating violence perpetration. Previous literature has most often associated this negative 
parent-child relationship pattern as a risk factor for externalizing behavior. problems (Allen et 
al., 1994; Nix et al., .1999). Given that externalizing behavior problems were also linked to 
dating violence perpetration in the current study, these findings are important to consider in 
prevention and education programs. These findings provide support for a systemic 
therapeutic or prevention program. As detailed by Bronfennbrenner's ecological theory, 
adolescents do ,not develop within a vacuum. Thus it maybe important to include the 
adolescent's mothers in prevention programs in order to reduce the hostile climate between 
the two and in turn reduce the adolescent's risk for perpetrating. dating violence. hnproving 
this relationship will help establish positive relationship skills that the adolescent can model 
in future relationships, particularly dating relationships. 
Comparison of Present Study Findings to Previous Work for Race by Gender . 
Group differences in precursors for boys and girls and African-Americans and Hispanics 
were found. In light of these emerging findings, this will help prevention programs cater to 
the specific needs of .different populations. When assessing if gender differences occurred in 
precursors to dating violence _perpetration, it was shown that the main results were 
predominately carried by the females. The significant precursors were being female, using 
drugs andlor alcohol, and being involved with antisocial peers, as well as experiencing 
externalizing b~eliavior problems and mother-child anger and alienation. Finally, school 
involvement reduced the relationship between parental domestic violence and adolescent 
dating violence perpetration. 
For girls alone, dating violence perpetration was influenced by the same four predictors -
u.sing drugs and alcohol, being involved with antisocial peers, having high. anger and 
33 
alienation with mothers, and experiencing externalizing behavior problems. One unexpected 
finding that was.. linked to dating violence perpetration for girls was low levels of anger and 
alienation with father. Perhaps the difference in impact between mom and dad on adolescent 
dating violence perpetration has to do with the relationship between the adolescent and each 
of his/her parents. Specifically, because adolescents' relationships with their fathers are 
typically more recreational {Collins & Laursen, 2004), there is less likelihood for the father 
to show anger or be alienated from the adolescent as compared to the mother who is more 
likely to be the rule enforcer {Collins & Laursen, 2004). These distinct roles result in the 
differential impact that mothers' and fathers' relationships have on dating violence 
perpetration. why low levels of anger from fathers is linked to girls' dating violence 
perpetration may be because the father is viewed as accepting these violent acts since low 
levels of anger are associated with perpetration for their daughters. This finding, in particular, 
lends support for the inclusion of fathers in violence prevention programs, especially for 
girls. Attention could be paid to increasing father's disciplinary role and mother's 
recreational role all while attending to the type of relationship each parent has with. their 
daughters to reduce dating violence perpetration among their adolescents. 
Although girls' precursors accounted for most of the total sample findings, involvement 
with antisocial peers was the only significant predictor of dating violence perpetration for 
boys. This finding supports the literature for boys and girls, but no known research has -
examined how involvement with antisocial peers is connected to dating violence perpetration 
differently by gender {Farrington, 2005). Regardless, this finding follows social learning 
theory's concept of modeling and the cultural transmission perspective of deviance, which 
appears to be as powerful for girls as it is for boys because involvement with .antisocial peers 
was significant for both. 
Moreover, perhaps this was the only significant finding for boys because another, -more 
dominant factor was not included in analyses like neighborhood factors. It may be that boys' 
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leisure time in the neighborhood is more significantly related to dating violence perpetration 
than any characteristic of himself, his family, or his school environment beyond his peers. 
This may also be part of the reason why so many gender differences in precursors occurred. 
If it is the case that neighborhood factors are more important for boys than other factors, 
perhaps neighborhood factors are not as important for girls, but the factors included in these 
analyses were the most important, leading to the discrepancy in findings. The discrepancy in 
precursors for boys and girls may also be because domestic violence reports are only 
mother's reports of victimization. Perhaps father's report of victimization or perpetration 
would have more of an impact on boys' likelihood to perpetrate dating violence. In addition 
to the discrepancy in precursors between genders, school involvement was not a significant 
moderator between parental domestic violence and dating violence perpetration for boys or 
girls, but it was for the whole sample. This may be because it is a racial difference that is 
carrying the significance in the whole sample. This possibility is explored next. 
When the models were run separately for race by gender, involvement with.. antisocial 
peers was a significant predictor of dating violence perpetration for all groups (African-
American boys and girls and Hispanic boys) except Hispanic girls. Perhaps for Hispanic 
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girls, using drugs and/or alcohol, mother-child anger and alienation, and the use of harsh 
physical punishment were more influential than involvement with antisocial peers. Overall, 
these findings support past research (Foshee, Linder, MacDougall, Bangdiwala, 2001; 
O'Keefe, 1.994; Tolan; Gorman-Smith, & I~enry, 2002), but why Hispanic girls are unique in 
their precursors for dating violence is not well researched. It maybe that Hispanic girls are 
closer to their mothers because of the strict gender roles in Hispanic families, and when that 
relationship includes anger, alienation, and harsh punishment, the adolescent is more likely to 
use drugs and/or alcohol, which decreases inhibitions (Chassin et a1., 2004). 
For African-American boys and girls, family structure was important in determining 
dating violence perpetration likelihood. Specifically, living in atwo-parent home versus a. 
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separated home was a risk factor for African-American girls' dating violence perpetration. 
Moreover, living in atwo-parent home compared to a household where a mother moved into 
a union was more risky for African-American boys. This is unexpected, but may be because 
adolescents living in a two parent home as compared to a separated home may be more likely 
to be exposed to parental domestic violence. Furthermore, adolescents who live in a home 
where the mother just got into a union may have less violence as compared to atwo-parent 
home because the mother and her partner are still in the early phase of the relationship known 
as the honeymoon phase, when violence is less likely to occur. 
School violence was found. to exacerbate the effects of the intergenerational transmission 
of violence, but only for African-American boys. Specifically, boys who were exposed to 
high levels of school violence were at greatest risk of perpetrating violence when they also 
experienced parental domestic violence. Involvement in school violence leads to disciplinary 
action, which is related to aggressive behavior, which is in turn related to dating violence 
perpetration {Jordan, 2002). Because African-American males who are disproportionately 
singled out for disciplinary action in school show an increased level of aggressive behavior, 
they may be more susceptible to the consequences of school violence —particularly, dating 
vio ence perpetration {Jordan, 2002). 
On the other hand, contrary to the literature, school involvement was found to exacerbate 
the intergenerational transmission of violence for I-~ispanic girls. Those with high school 
involvement were at greater risk of perpetrating dating violence given domestic violence 
exposure. This may be because those adolescents who are involved with school in middle 
school maybe more popular and a better "catch" in high school. This popular status would 
appeal to the opposite sex and lead to more dating opportunities. In. addition, she maybe 
attracted to someone that would give her a similar relationship has her parental role model 
who is involved in a violent relationship at home. In turn,. this increase in dating and poor 
relationship skills modeling at home provides amplified_ chances to perpetrate violence in 
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their relationships.. This finding is important to note with regard to prevention programs 
because it is contrary to expectations. Educators may need to focus on the pros and cons of 
Hispanic girls' involvement with school as to strengthen the benefits of such involvement 
rather than the drawbacks. 
Academic difficulties exacerbated the intergenerational transmission of violence for 
Hispanic boys. Specifically, those who had high academic difficulties and were exposed to 
parental domestic violence were more likely to perpetrate dating violence as compared to 
Hispanic boys who had low academic difficulties. This finding was expected and supports 
past research (Everett &Price, 1.995; Farrington, 1989; Herrenkohl et al., 2000). This 
connection maybe more so~ for Hispanic males as compared to other minority groups because 
of the strong Hispanic tradition of familismo and respect for fathers (Bean, Perry, &Bedell, 
2001). It maybe that Hispanic boys who grow up with domestic violence and have the strong 
encouragement to respect their fathers and please the family have lower academic 
aspirations. These factors combined may exacerbate the relationship between parental 
domestic violence and adolescent dating violence perpetration. Indeed, in the current study, . 
Hispanic males had lower .academic aspirations as compared to African-American males 
(F(3 54) = 7.13, p < .01). Administrators should attend to this possibility and increase the 
attractiveness of education to Hispanic boys to increase their academic performance. 
Given- the differing results by race and gender, utilizing a multilevel ecological systems 
theory approach. should be applied to understand adolescent development and behavior and to 
develop preventive .programs (Jordan, 2002). Each group of adolescents discussed had 
different precursors for violence perpetration, but at least one factor from each microsystem 
was important. Additionally, mesosystems are important to assess how experiences within 
the family and school microsystem exacerbate or negate one another. Furthermore, these 
relationships may vary based on the race and the gender of the adolescents. Given these 
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differences, program administrators should tailor programs to .fit the unique needs of each 
group. 
Limitations and Future Directions 
Although this study has ..several strengths, there are limitations as well. First, the sample 
is predominantly low socioeconomic status; therefore, the proposed relationships were not 
compared across different economic backgrounds. Second, comparisons between whites and 
underrepresented racial groups were not possible due to a small sample of white adolescents 
in the present study. Utilizing a sample with large samples ofAfrican-Americans, Hispanics, 
and whites would be beneficial in the future in order to analyze how dating violence 
perpetration may vary by underrepresented populations compared to whites. Third, the data 
set does not include data on the adolescent's report of childhood physical abuse, which is 
often linked to dating violence perpetration (Bevan &Higgins, 2002; Herrera &McCloskey, 
2001}. Future research should include physical abuse as well as sexual abuse to gain a better 
understanding of how the two impact dating violence perpetration and if they have a 
differential effect. Fourth, only heterosexual relationships were included in the current 
analyses. Although more research needs to be done to increase the understanding of dating 
violence perpetration for heterosexual dating couples, research on homosexual dating couples 
is in great need of attention. Fifth, the study is limited in that only one partner in the 
relationship reported on his/her violent experiences. In the future, researchers should aim to 
retain information from both members of the dating couple in order to get a better 
representation of dating violence perpetration. 
Sixth, The Conflict Tactic Scale (Straus, 1979} is a widely used measure of domestic 
violence; however, limitations of how this scale was employed in this study must be noted. 
Caregivers only reported on domestic violence that had occurred in the past year, which does 
not account -for a lifetime of potential violence. Additionally, this measure does not assess the 
child's direct exposure to .the domestic violence which may have greater impacts on 
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children's functioning. Finally, this study only assessed victimization of the mother and does 
not measure violence perpetrated by the mother. Addressing both mother's and father's rates 
of domestic violence perpetration maybe more relevant for understanding adolescent dating 
violence perpetration. 
Seventh, the present study included the micro- and mesosystems. Although the utilization 
of factors from both of these subsystems increased the knowledge on dating violence 
perpetration, including aspects of the exo- and macrosystems would allow a more thorough 
understanding of important factors that contribute to perpetration of violence in dating 
relationships. For example, a parent's workplace (exosystem) and societal beliefs about 
violence (macrosystem) would be beneficial to include in future research. How much parents 
work and in what environment as well as attitudes about violence may all influence dating 
violence perpetration. In addition, including the macrosystem in analyses may also be 
important, as beliefs about dating violence and romantic relationships may vary across 
cultures or racial groups. If they do, this may expose more about the racial differences that 
emerged in this study. 
Conclusions —Prevention Implications 
Overall, three of the four school factors included in analyses were significantly related to 
dating violence perpetration for one group of adolescents or another. School involvement 
was a protective factor for the entire sample; involvement with antisocial peers was a risk 
factor for African-American males and females as well as Hispanic males; and school 
violence was a risk factor for African-American males. These results lend support for the 
discussion of school involvement, involvement with antisocial peers, and school violence in 
prevention programs. Specifically, educators should aim to increase adolescents' academic 
performance, increase their involvement with school, decrease involvement with antisocial 
peers, and decrease school violence. Furthermore, given the significant impact of parental 
domestic violence on adolescent dating violence perpetration, ways to reduce that 
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intergenerational transmission of violence through increasing school involvement, increasing 
academic performance, and decreasing school violence involvement is essential. The first 
step in prevention .is educating boys and girls on the types of dating violence perpetration that 
.exist. Next, including parents in prevention programs will allow important family precursors 
to be discussed —anger and alienation and parental domestic violence. Finally, educators 
should focus on each of the four school factors in order to cater to the specific needs of 
African-American. boys and girls as well as Hispanic boys and girls. 
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Figure 2: The Intergenerational Transmission of Violence 
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Figure 3: Domestic Violence by School Involvement 
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Figure 4: Domestic Violence by School Violence for African-American Boys 
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Figure 5: Domestic Violence b~ School Involvement for Hispanic Girls 
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Figure 6: Domestic Violence ~y Academic Difficulties for Hispanic Boys 
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Table 1: Summary of Measures 
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School Factors School involvement School involvement School involvement 
e 
Involvement with 
antisocial peers 
Involvement with 
antisocial peers 
Adolescent Factors Drugs and alcohol 
use ~ 
Drugs and alcohol 
use 
Drugs and alcohol 
use 
Mental health Mental health Mental health 
Childhood sexual. 
abuse 
Childhood sexual 
abuse 
Family Factors Mother-child 
relationship 
Mother-child 
relationship 
Mother-child 
relationship 
• 
Father-child 
relationship 
Father-child 
relationship o 
Father-child 
relationship 
Parental. Monitoring Parental Monitoring Parental Monitoring 
Notes: Except for maternal education, constructs measured at each wave utilized an average 
of the indices scores from waves one and two to predict dating violence perpetration at wave 
three. For those that were measured in waves two and three only, the .average of those two 
waves was used in the analyses. 
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Table 2: Weighted Categorical Sample Descriptives 
Percentage N 
Gender
Female 53.0 419 
1Vlale (omitted) 47.0 346 
Race 
African-Americans (omitted) 41.9 327 
Whites 5.3 72 
Hispanics 52.9 366 
Family Structure 
Stable 2-Parent (omitted) 28.2 214 
Stable Single 44.5 338 
Stable Separated 12.3 94 
Into A Union 9.3 71 
Out Of A Union 5.7 43 
Maternal Education, No High School Degree 52.9 401 
Childhood Sexual Abuse 5.9 45 
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Table 3: Weighted Descriptives for Continuous Study Constructs 
Wave 1 Wave 2 Wave 1 &Wave 2 
Composite Score 
Mean Range Mean Range Mean Range 
(sd) (sd)~ (sd) 
Dating Violence 
Perpetration (Wave 3) 
Domestic Violence 
Adolescent Age 
(Wave 3) 
.79 0-9 
(1.46) 
.20 0 - 1.73 
(.38) 
17.95 15 - 21 
(1.46) 
.17 0 - 1.73 
(.40) 
.18 0 - 1.70 
(:30) 
Maternal Age 39.48 19 - 75 
(8.10) 
Familial Income 1199.05 0 — 4732 1768.43 0 — 1483.74 0 -
(863.04) {i 130.85) 8700 (801.14) 6600 
Academic Difficulties 2.68 1 - 5 2.78 1 - 5 2.73 1 - 5 
(.94) (.97) (.83) 
Involvement With 14.01 11 - 40 17.55 8 - 39 15.78 9.5-
Antisocial Peers (W2 & (3.47) {4.96) (3.40) 35.5 
W3) 
Involvement With 2.87 0 - 7 2.56 0 - 7 2.72 0 — 6.5 
School (1.71) (1.78) (1.51) 
School Violence 1.93 1 - 4 1.89 1 - 4 1.91 1 - 4 
(.89) (.84) (.70) 
Note: Weighted means and standard deviations reported. 
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Table 3: (continued) 
Wave 1 Wave 2 Wave 1 &Wave 2 
Composite Score 
Mean Range Mean Range Mean Range 
(sd) (sd) (sd) 
Drug And Alcohol Use 5.19 3 - 13 5.44 4 - 14 5.32 4 - 13 
(.81) (1.24) (.86) 
Anxiety .79 0 - 3.22 .70 0 - 3.04 .75 0 - 3.03 
(.80) (.80) (.70) 
Depression .86 0 - 3.22 .87 0 - 3.22 .87 0 - 3.11 
(.81) (.85) (.73) 
Externalizing Problems 53.09 30 - 88 52.29 30 - 88 52.69 30 - 88 
(10.80) (11.61) (10.21) 
Mother-Child Anger And 2.50 1 - 5 2.33 1 - 5 2.42 1 - 5 
Alienation (.77) (.84) (.68) 
Mom-Child Trust And 1.80 1 - 5 1.90 1 - 5 1.85 1 - 4.75 
Communication {.72) (.78) (.66) 
Father-ChildAnger And 1.81 0 - 5 1.90 0 - 5 1.85 0 - 4.95 
Alienation (1.24) (1.30) (1.21) 
Father.-Child Trust And 1.70 0 - 5 1.78 0 - S 1.74 0 - 5 
Cominunicatian (1.33) (1.35) (1.28) 
Father Involvement .17 -1.27 - .18 -1.27 - .18 -1.27 -
(.75) 1.51 (.71') 1.55 (.70) 1.51 
Harsh Physical 2.30 1 - 4 2.29 1 - 4 2.29 1- 4 
Punishment (1.11) (1.10) (.98) 
Parental Monitoring .88 .33 - 1 .87 .33 - 1 .88 .33 - 1 
(.13) (.13) (.11) 
so 
Table 4: Percentage of Types of Violence Perpetrated by Boys &Girls 
Total Boys Girls t-test 
Sample (N=346) (N=419) 
Total Dating Violence Perpetration 33.7 17.2 48.2 -10.00* 
1. Threatened To Hit 18.6 8.1 28~. 0 -7.47* * ~ 
2. Thrown Something 17.2 s . 3 27.8 - 8.8 7 ~` 
3 . Pushed, Grabbed, Shoved 20.9 10.7 3 0.0 -6.87 
4. Slapped, Kicked, Bit, or Punched 13.3 2.2 23.1 ~ -9.34**'~ 
s. Beaten 2.5 .3 4.5 -3.94* ~"~ 
6. Choked Or Burned 2.5 .3 4. s -3.92 * *'~ 
7. Used Or Threatened With A 2.4 a.3 4.2 -3.77` *'~ 
Weapon 
8 . Forced Unwanted -Sex . 9 .3 .8 .18 9 
9. Threatened To Take Away Child .7 .l 1.3 -2.07 
Note: Weighted percentages and t-statistics reported; * ~` ~p < :001; ~ *p < .01; *p < .Os . 
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Table 5: Correlations among Study Variables 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
1. Dating Violence 
Perpetration 
2. Domestic Violence .15** 
3 . Maternal Age .04 . -.23 * * 
4. Child Age 
5. Familial Income 
6. Academic 
Difficulties 
7. Involvement With 
Antisocial Peers 
8. School Involvement 
9. School Violence 
10. Drug And Alcohol 
Use 
11. Anxiety 
12. Depression 
13. Externalizing 
14. Mother-Child 
AngerlAlienation 
15. Mother-Child 
Trust/ Comm. 
16. Father-Child 
Anger/Alienation 
17. Father-Child 
TrustlComm. 
18. Father 
Involvement 
19. Harsh Physical 
Punishment 
20_ Parental 
Monitoring 
.11** -:08* .09* 
-.02 -.07 .03 .07 
.07* .17* .03 .09* .03 
,21** .15** -.02 .23** .04 .22** 
-.07 -.04 -.03 -.04 .15** -.12** .02 
.12** .10** -.O1 .08* -.12** .20** .14** .O1 
,25** .03 :07* .31** .10 .12** .35** -.15** .12** 
.08* -.03 .OS .06 .OS .OS .23** .17** .14** 
.11** -.03 .07* .16** -.10 .02 .19** .13** .21** 
.~28** .29** -.00 .07 .10 .39** .23** .Ol .23** 
.18** -.02 -.02 .12** _10 .06 .12** .Ol .19** 
.20** .02 .OS .18** -.07 .13** .14** .00 .20** 
02 -.O1 -.02 .02 -.02 .01 .02 -.OS .00 
.07 .O1 -.Ol .09** -.03 .11** .10** -.OS .02 
.10 -.11** .04 .03 .16** -.13* -.04 .OS -.10* 
.12** .19** -.10** -.03 -.10** .20** .06 -.00 .05 
-.03 .03 -.07 -.23** -.10 -.09* -.22** .07* -.12** 
Notes: Weighted. correlations presented; ~~<.05; *'~~<.Ol 
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Table 5: (continued) 
10 11 12 13 14 IS 16 17 18 19 
1. Dating 
Violence 
Perpetration 
2. Domestic 
Violence 
3. Maternal Age 
4. Child Age 
5. Familial 
Income 
6. Academic 
Difficulties 
7. Involvement 
With Antisocial 
Peers 
8. School 
Involvement 
9. School 
Violence 
10. Drug And 
Alcohol Use 
11. Anxiety .16** 
12. Depression .21 * * . .77* 
13. Externalizing .20** .15** .16** 
14. Mother-Child 
Anger/Alienation ,20** .40** .48** .18** 
15. Mother-Child * * * * .Trust/ Comm. ,22* .32* .42* .20* 
16. Father-Child 
Anger/Alienation 07 .15** .14** .OS 
~17. Father-Child 
Trust/Comm. ,10** .17** .19** .11** 
18. Father 
Involvement _.01 .fl7 .03 -.08* 
19. Harsh 
~1'hysical .02 -.07 -.07* - .26** 
Punishment 
20. Parental _,34** -.24** -.36** -.10** Monitoring e 
.47* * 
.27** .09* 
.15** .21** .76** 
.03 -.11** .14**~ -.12** 
.07 -.10** =.09* -.11** 
-.50** -.03 -.OS .06 -.OS 
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Table 6: OLS Regressions Predicting Adolescent Dating Violence Perpetration 
Total 
Sample 
Gender Comparisons Race By Gender Comparisons 
Full Model Boys Girls African- African- Hispanic Hispanic 
American American Boys Girls 
Boys Girls 
Domestic Violence b .06 .03 .07 .15 .09 -.08 .08 
Female Adolescent .32*** 
Race 
White .01 .02 .02 
Blacks 
Hispanic -.07 -.09 -.03 
Adolescent Age -.03 -.03 -.03 .07 -.08 .01 .08 
Familial Income b .O l .03 -.001 .02 -.08 .08 .13 
Family Structure 
Stable 2-Parent a 
Stable Single -.10 -.01 -. I 1 -.19 -.33 ~ .02 -.02 
Stable Separated -.09 .OS -.14 -.22 -.28* .17 -.03 
Into AUnion -.08 -.09 -.09 -.18 -.23 -.07 .02 
Out Of A Union .03 -.03 .OS -.09 -.Ol -.08 -.04 
Mom Education, No .06 .07 .06 .18 -.01 .OS .12 
High School Degree 
Maternal Age .04 -.001 .OS .02 .001 .12 .07 
Drug/Alcohol Use b .13* .OS .15* .02 .10 .09 .17+ 
Anxiety b -.04 -.06 -.02 .03 .07 -.04 -.02 
Depression b -.02 .09 -.08 .11 -.22 .03 -.10 
Childhood Sexual .002 -.09 .01 -.12 .OZ -.06 -.04 
Abuse 
Externalizing Behavior .12+ .01 .18+ .04 .13 -.O1 .16 
Problems b 
Mother-Child .10 .04 .i5* .03 . I S .11 .25* 
AngerlAlienation b 
Mother-Child .1 b .07 .18 ~ .04 .14 .02 .23 
Trust/Comrnunication ~ 
Father-Child -.09 -.01 -.25** -.18 -.14 .06 -.20 
Anger/Alienation b 
Father-Child ~ .03 .03 .15 ~ .08 .01 .12 .14 
TrustlCommunication b 
Father Involvement b .03 .OS .06 .OS .03 .03 .03 
Harsh Physical .08 .OS ~ .I2 .06 -.06 .01 .25* 
Punishment b 
Parental Monitoring b .14 .08 .18 -.10 .04 .25 ~ .20 
Academic Difficulties b -.03 .02 -.03 -.02 -.03 .02 -.003 
Involvement With .21 .26*** .26*** .20+ .42*** .38** ~ -.O1 
Antisocial Peers 
Involvement With -.OS .003 ~ -.02 -.OS -.02 -.09 ~ .01 
SC11001 b 
School Violence b .O1 e -.07 .03 -.06, , e .11 -. i3 -.02 
F, Prob>F 4.99*** 2.08* 3.76*** 2.07** 5.88*** 2.65*** 1.70* 
. R~ a .29 e .12 . e .30 _ .17 e .4i .22, .38 
Notes: Weighted Betas or Standardized Coefficients are presented. * * *p < .001; '~ *p < .01; 
*p < .05; +p < .10; a Represents omitted group, ~ Average wave 1 and wave 2 score. ~ Avers e g 
wave 2 and wave 3 score 
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Table 7: OLS Regression with School Factor Interactions 
~aiing v ioience rerpeiration 
Total Hispanic African-American Hispanic 
Sample Girls Boys Boys 
Domestic Violence b .07 .16 .12 -.10 
Race 
White .01 
Blacks 
Hispanic -.07 
Adolescent Age -.02 .07 -.04 .O1 
Familial Income b .01 .14 .06 .11 
Family Structure 
Stable 2-Parent a 
Stable Single -.10 .07 -.23 -.02 
Stable Separated ~ -.09 .02 -.25 .14 
Into AUnion -.08 .07 -.22* -.08 
Out Of A Union .03 -.02 -. 18 -.11 
Maternal Education, No High School Degree .OS ~ . I4 .15 .OS 
Maternal Age .OS .07 .OS .13 
Drug And Alcohol Use b .13* .17+ -.005 .16 
Anxiety ~ ~ -.OS -.04 .02 -.03 
Depression b -.01 -.07 .13 .04 
Childhood Sexual Abuse .O1 -.OS -.19 -.08 
Externalizing Behavior Problems b .12 .18 .07 -.02 
Mother-Child Anger/Alienation b .10+ .23 * -.OS .07 
Mother-Child TrustlComrnunication ~ .14 .19 .03 .04 
Father-Child Anger/Alienation b -.09 -.16 -.25 .07 
Father-Child TrustlCommunication b .03 . I I .18 .17 
Father Involvement ~ .02 .OS .02 .O l 
Harsh Physical Punishment b .08 .23* .08 .0 I 
Parental Monitoring v . 13 .16 -.13 .29 
Academic Difficulties b ~ -.03 -.02 -.OS .04 
Involvement With Antisocial Peers ~ .22*** .02 .16 .38*** 
Involvement With School b -.06 .02 -.10 -.08 
School Violence b e e .0l -.07 .07 -.17 
Interactions 
Domestic Violence X School Involvement .09* .21* 
Domestic Violence X School Violence -,32** 
Domestic Violence X Academic Difficulties -.20* 
F, Prob>F 4.78*** 1.87** 2.32** 2.99*** 
R 2 e e _ .30 .41 .23 .25 
Notes: Weighted Betas or Standardized Coefficients are presented. * * ~p < .001; * ~p < .01; 
~p < .05; +p < .10; a Represents omitted group, ~ Average wave 1 and wave 2 score. ~ Average 
wave 2 and wave 3 score 
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APPENDIX: LITERATLJ~ZE REV t  H;W 
The literature review begins with a discussion of the establishment of the 
intergenerational transmission of violence in current literature. Second, the literature on the 
demographic influences of adolescent race, gender, and age as well as family income, family 
structure, and maternal education and age on dating violence perpetration is detailed. Third, 
the school factors of academic difficulties, school involvement, involvement with antisocial 
peers and school violence are reviewed with respect to their potential influence on dating 
violence perpetration. Fourth, the adolescent characteristics of drug and alcohol use,-mental 
health problems, childhood sexual abuse, and externalizing behavior problems are discussed 
in connection to .adolescent dating violence perpetration. Fifth, the link between adolescent 
dating violence perpetration and family characteristics including mother-child and father-
child relationship, father involvement, harsh physical punishment, and parental monitoring is 
reviewed. Finally, the Literature review concludes with a discussion of specific research goals 
an questions. 
Intergenerational Transmission of Violence 
Research over the past three decades has suggested that children who are exposed to 
parental violence .are more Likely to be violent later in life (Foo &Margolin, 1995; 
. Markowitz, 2001; O'Keefe, 1998; Rosenbaum & Leisring, 2003; Schwartz et al., 1997; 
~►~hi.tfleld et al., 2003; Williams et al., 2001; Wolf & Foshee, 2003). However, research 
supports that there are other factors, such as individual traits and family behaviors and 
demographics that reduce or exacerbate the intergenerational transmission of violence in 
dating relationships (Herrenkohl et al., 2003; O'Keefe, 1998; Rosenbaum & Leisring, 2003; 
Smith &Williams, 1992; Tolan et a1., 2002. Specifically, adolescent race, gender, age, drug 
and alcohol use, mental health problems, childhood sexual abuse, and externalizing behavior 
problems have been linked to dating violence perpetration. Similarly, family characteristics 
including family income, family structure, maternal education and age, as ects of the P 
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mother-child and father-child relationship, father involvement, the use of harsh physical 
punishment, and parental monitoring have been linked to adolescent dating violence 
perpetration. A detailed summary of these findings as well as the literature on school aspects 
in relation to adolescent delinquency and dating violence perpetration is provided below. 
Demographic Factors 
Adolescent demographics. A bell-shaped trend of adolescent age occurs in the likelihood 
to perpetrate intimate partner violence. Specifically, dating. violence perpetration increases 
from middle school to high school (Foshee et al., 2001) and through college-age (Archer, 
2002; O'Leary & Slep, 2003; Stets _& Henderson, 1991), but then decreases across the latter 
part of the life span (Frieze, 2005; O'Leary & Slep). Age of the adolescent will be included 
in analyses to account for any differences in dating violence perpetration accounted for by 
this demographic factor. 
,~anzily demographics. In addition to the adolescent characteristics, research consistently 
finds that lower income families are at greater risk of transmitting violence across 
generations (Herrenkohl et al., 2003; Lichter &McCloskey, 2004; Markowitz, 2001; Stets & 
Henderson, 1991; Straus & Gelles, 1986), but other studies find that income is not significant 
in predicting dating violence perpetration (Foshee et al., 2001; Foshee et al., 2005; Malik et 
al., 1997; O'Keefe, 1997). Further, adolescents living in asingle-parent household are more 
likely to perpetrate dating violence as compared to adolescents who live in two-parent 
households (Foshee et al.,~ 2005; Malik, Sorenson, & Aneshensel, 1997). Inconsistencies have 
also been shown between maternal education levels and the likelihood their children will 
perpetrate dating violence. One study found that adolescents with mothers who have less than 
a high school education are more likely to perpetrate dating violence than adolescents whose 
mothers have at least a high school education (Foshee, et a1., 2005). However, mothers' 
education was not significant i.n predicting dating violence perpetration in another study 
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(Foshee et al., 2001), and yet another study found that high mother education was related to 
dating violence perpetration, but for girls only (Malik et al.). 
Each of the above demographic factors will be included in analyses to account for the 
potential inconsistent findings that may emerge when these demographics are not considered. 
In addition, gender and race differences will be explored. The effect race and gender have on 
school, adolescent, and family characteristics will be specifically addressed at the end of each 
description and review of literature. 
School Factors 
The school-related concepts of academic difficulties, school involvement, involvement 
with antisocial peers, and school violence are the focus of the current study. Each will be 
assessed in relation to dating violence perpetration while controlling for adolescent and 
family characteristics that have been linked to dating violence perpetration in the literature. 
In addition, each ,school-related factor~will be assessed as a moderator in the intergenerational 
transmission of violence perpetration in dating relationships. The .lack of attention to school 
concepts that maybe associated with dating violence perpetration is a limitation of current 
research; therefore the current study aims to fill this gap by linking academic difficulties, 
school involvement, involvement with antisocial peers, and school violence to dating 
~violen~e perpetration. 
Academic d ~~culties. Few studies have linked academic achievement to dating violence 
perpetration, but those that did found that low grades were linked to dating violence 
perpetration (Bergman, 1992; Cleveland, Herrera, & Stuewig, 2003). More widely 
researched is the impact academic achievement has on delinquent and antisocial behaviors. 
For example, low academic achievement is associated with violence toward teachers and 
parents, delinquency and crime as well as aggression (Everett &Price, 1995; Farrington, 
1989; Herrenkohl et al., 2000).. Particularly, boys with low academic achievement are more 
likely to be involved in these delinquent behaviors than girls with low grades (Everett & 
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Price, 1995; Herrenkohl et al., 2000). Because of gender differences in academic difficulties 
and violence perpetration, the effect academic difficulties has on dating violence perpetration 
will be analyzed separately by boys and girls to identify differences. Furthermore, current 
research does not identify racial differences in the link between academic difficulties and 
violence perpetration because the majority of studies use predominantly white participants 
(Bergman, 1992; Everett &Price, 1995; Farrington, 1989). The current study will begin to 
fill the racial gap in research by assessing a sample of predominately minority adolescents. In 
addition, few, if any researchers have studied academic difficulties with other school-related 
aspects while considering adolescent and family factors. Doing so will provide a more 
thorough understanding of the impact academic difficulties has on dating violence 
perpetration. 
. School involvement. Students are typically characterized as involved in school if the 
student feels connected to school and participates in extracurricular activities. Both of these 
constructs have been linked to adolescent functioning but neither has been linked to 
adolescent dating violence perpetration. In general, adolescents who feel connected to school 
are less likely to engage in delinquent behaviors, misconduct, violence toward family 
members, or threaten others with weapons (Battistich, Schaps, &Wilson, 2004; Herrenkohl, 
Tajima, '~'Vhitney, &Huang, 2005; Resnick, Beagman, Blum, Bauman, Harris, Jones, et al., 
1997).. In other words, not being connected to school has been associated with more violent 
behaviors toward family members as compared to students who feel connected to school 
(Ellickson &McGuigan, 2000; Thomas &Smith, 2004). Dating partners, specie cally, were 
not included in those analyses, however. With regard to involvement in extracurricular 
activities,. high-risk boys and girls {e.g. older than classmates, high on aggression, below 
average in academic competence, popularity, and socioeconomic status) who participated in 
extracurricular activities were less likely to be antisocial and commit criminal offenses, 
including offenses_. against family members, than their,high-risk peers who did not participate 
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in such activities (Mahoney, 2000). This finding shows that adolescents who participate in 
extracurricular activities are less likely to be antisocial. Because violence toward others is a 
form of being antisocial, being involved in extracurricular activities is thought to protect 
against dating violence perpetration as well. 
Turning to race and gender differences, the impact an adolescent's race has on school 
involvement and violence perpetration is not clearly known since study participants are 
predominately white (Herrenkohl et al., 2005;1VIahoney, 2000; Resnick et a1., 1997). In 
addition, few studies compare gender influences with respect to the impact school 
involvement has on delinquent and antisocial behaviors (Battistich et al., 2004; Herrenkohl et 
al., 2005; Resnick et al., 1997). One study that did examine race and gender differences 
found that African-Americans and females are least likely to feel connected to school 
(McNeely, Nonnemaker, &Blum, 2002); therefore, they maybe more likely to perpetrate 
violence because not being connected to school is a risk factor for delinquent behaviors like 
dating violence perpetration. On the other hand, another study found that the impact school 
involvement had on antisocial behavior did not differ by gender {Mahoney, 2000). Because 
of the conflicting and lacking results regarding the impact school involvement has on dating 
violence perpetration, the current study will add to the existing literature base on school 
involvement and dating violence perpetration by assessing school involvement with 
academic difficulties, involvement with antisocial peers, and school violence; while 
simultaneously accounting for adolescent and family characteristics. In addition, the impact 
that school involvement has on dating violence perpetration will be compared by boys and 
girls as well as Hispanics and African-Americans. 
Involvement with antisocial pees. There is considerable evidence that adolescents' 
involvement with antisocial peers increases the likelihood that they will exhibit deviant and 
antisocial behaviors, including violence (Ary, Duncan, Duncan, &Hops, ~ 999; Farrington, 
2005; Gifford.-Smith et al., 2005; Herrenkohl et al., 2000). However, there is less evidence 
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supporting a link between involvements with antisocial peers and dating violence 
perpetration. One study found that adolescents who were both involved with antisocial peers 
and exhibited antisocial behaviors were more likely to be aggressive toward their partner in 
their early 20's (Capaldi, Dishion, Stoolmiller, & Yoerger, 2001). Though this study 
illustrates that being involved with" antisocial peers is associated with later dating violence 
perpetration, more studies need to be completed assessing the link during adolescence while 
taking into account contextual factors like adolescent and family characteristics. Thus, the 
current study will assess whether adolescents' involvement with antisocial peers is important 
to consider with regard to dating violence perpetration while including three other school 
factors and adolescent and family characteristics in analyses. 
" Furthermore, although studies that connect adolescents' involvement with antisocial 
peers to their antisocial behaviors use diverse samples with respect to race (Herrenkohl et al., 
2000; Molnar, Roberts, Browne,. Gardener, & Buka, 2005), little is reported about how 
involvement with antisocial peers impacts adolescent antisocial behavior, specifically dating 
violence perpetration, depending on their race and gender (Farrington, 2005). The current 
. study will add knowledge to the literature on involvement with antisocial peers and dating 
violence perpetration by examining the direct link that involvement with antisocial peers may 
have on dating violence perpetration. In addition, the current study will begin to fill this gap 
by exploring whether the link between involvement with antisocial peers and dating violence 
perpetration differs based on the adolescent's gender and race. Moreover, how involvement 
with antisocial peers may reduce or exacerbate the relationship between parental domestic 
violence and adolescent dating violence perpetration will be examined. 
School violence. Unlike most of the previously discussed school-related factors, school 
violence has been linked specifically to dating violence perpetration. Fol~.owing the concepts 
from social learning theory, adolescents who are involved in school violence have 
opportunities to learn the violent behavior and are then more likely to perpetrate dating 
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violence than adolescents who are not involved in school violence (O'Keefe, 1997, 1998). 
Further, adolescents who engage in violence in one area of their lives are more likely to 
engage in violence in other areas (Ozer et al., 2004). For example, adolescents who are 
violent toward others in school are more likely to perpetrate dating violence than those who 
are not violent toward others. In sum, the participation in school violence increases 
adolescents' likelihood to perpetrate dating violence. 
Studies that utilize ethnically diverse samples and examine how school violence exposure 
influences violent behaviors in adolescents fail to make comparisons among races (O'Keefe, 
1997, 1998). Likewise, few studies make gender comparisons based on school violence 
(O'Keefe, 1997,; Ozer et al., 2004); however, one study found that boys are exposed to school 
violence more than girls, which may put them at greater risk of perpetrating dating violence 
(O'Keefe & Trester, 1998). The current study uses a large sample of predominately minority 
males and females, which adds to current research. The influence that exposure to school 
violence has on dating violence perpetration will be tested by race and gender to identify 
differences. 
The current literature base on the connection between school violence and dating 
violence perpetration lends support for social learning theory's concept of modeling. In 
addition, the school violence literature is one of the few school-related aspects that addresses 
dating violence perpetration rather than violence in general. However, various aspects of 
adolescents' lives are not accounted for in most of the research addressing school violence 
and its link to dating violence perpetration. Thus, the present study will include the three 
aforementioned school-related concepts along with adolescent and family characteristics in 
analyses, which will result in a more in-depth understanding of the impact school violence 
has on dating violence perpetration as compared to analyses that do not include these 
additional aspects of the adolescents' lives. 
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Adolescent Factors 
Adolescent factors ~ including: drug and alcohol use, mental health problems, childhood 
sexual abuse, and. externalizing behavior problems have been consistently linked to 
adolescent dating violence perpetration. Thus, each will be accounted for in the examination 
of the relationship between school-related concepts and dating violence perpetration. 
Simultaneously addressing the aforementioned adolescent characteristics will reduce 
overestimations of their relations with dating violence perpetration, resulting in a more 
thorough understanding of the effect academic difficulties, involvement with school, 
involvement with antisocial peers, and school violence has on dating violence perpetration. 
Drug and alcohol use. Adolescents who use drugs and/or alcohol are more likely to be 
violent in general (Swann &Donovan, 2005; Wells, Graham, Speechley, & Koval, 2005) and 
in their dating relationships (Foo &Margolin, 1995; LaVoie, Robitaille, &Hebert, 2000). In 
the association between adolescent drug and alcohol use and dating violence perpetration, 
gender differences are mixed. For example, three different outcomes have been reported: 
males and females are not affected differently by the use of drugs .and alcohol with respect to 
dating violence perpetration (O'Keefe, 1997), females who use alcohol are more likely to 
perpetrate dating violence as compared to males who use alcohol (Foshee, Linder, 
1VIacDougall, Bangdiwala, 2001) and males' use of marijuana or alcohol is linked to dating 
violence perpetration, but not girls' (Chase, Trebroux, and O'Leary, 2002; Foo & l~Iargolin, 
1995; Swann &Donovan, 2005). In addition, a qualitative study found that girls who were 
victims of dating violence reported that their male perpetrators' use of alcohol and drugs was 
related to the aggression {Lavoie, Robitaille, &Hebert,. 2000). Thus, the literature supports 
that adolescents who use drugs and/or alcohol are more likely to perpetrate dating violence 
compared to those who do not use, regardless of their gender. 
Similarly, of the studies that report race differences among adolescents who use drugs 
and/or alcohol,.. mixed results have been found. For example, minority adolescents who use 
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alcohol are more likely to be perpetrators of dating violence than White adolescents who use 
alcohol (Foshee, Linder, MacDougall, Bangdiwala, 2001). On the other hand, African-
Americans are Less likely to report fights after drinking as compared to Whites (Wells, 
Graham, Speechley, &Koval, 2005). These two examples illustrate the mixed and lacking 
race comparisons in studies that .examine the relationship between adolescent drug and/or 
alcohol use and dating violence perpetration. However, similar to gender, adolescents who 
use drugs and/or alcohol are at greater risk of perpetrating dating violence as compared to 
those who do not use, regardless of race. 
1Vlental health p~oble~ns. Adolescents who have symptoms of depression, anxiety, or 
other mental health problems are more Likely to perpetrate partner violence than adolescents 
who do not report symptoms of such disorders (Hilton &Harris, 2005; McCloskey & 
Lichter, 2003; Rosenbaum & Leisring,~2003). Furthermore, having symptoms of depression 
or anxiety was more important than being exposed to parental violence in leading to 
perpetration of dating violence in a study by Carlson (1990). These studies Tend support to 
the proposition that suffering from mental health problems increases the .likelihood of 
perpetrating dating violence. It is also important to note that these symptoms have been 
shown to .result from adolescent dating violence victimization (Campbell & Lewandowski, 
1997; Cascardi &O'Leary, 1992; Hanson, 2002; Holt &Espelage, 2003; Lewis &Fremouw, 
2001). 
Victimization provides opportunity to learn violent behavior, and therefore the link 
between victimization and mental health problems maybe significant to consider in. the path 
to dating violence perpetration. For example, high school students who reported being 
victimized in their dating relationships reported more symptoms of depression and anxiety as 
compared to students who had not been victimized (Hanson, 2002; Lewis &Fremouw, 
2001), especially for girls (Holt &Espelage, 2003). 'The same is true for adult women; those 
who were battered reported more depressive symptoms as compared to women who were not 
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battered in their intimate relationships (Campbell & Lewandowski, 1997). Another study 
found that of battered women, 52% scored in the severe depression range on the Beck 
Depression Inventory (Cascardi &O'Leary, 1992). In sum, most research on mental health 
problems associates the symptoms with being victimized; however, given the opportunity for 
victims to learn violent .behaviors, considering mental health problems like depression and 
anxiety is important to consider in predicting dating violence perpetration as well. 
Mixed gender results have been found with respect to mental health problems and dating 
violence. McCloskey and Lichter (2003) found that depressive symptoms mediated the 
impact of marital violence on dating aggression for girls, but not for boys. On the other hand, 
exposure to interparental violence led to a host of mental health problems .including 
depression and anxiety, which increased the risk of dating violence perpetration for males 
especially (Rosenbaum & Leisring, 2003). Few studies have tested the impact of race on 
mental health problems and dating violence; however, of those that have reported race 
differences found that minorities with mental health problems are more Likely to perpetrate 
dating violence as compared to whites (Hilton &Harris, 2005). Overall, adolescents who 
suffer from mental health problems regardless of gender or race are at greater risk of 
perpetrating dating violence. 
Childhood sexual abuse. Children who are victims of sexual abuse are more likely to 
become violent toward their dating partners as compared to children who did not experience 
sexual abuse (DiLi11o, Giuffre, Tremblay, &Peterson, 2001; Graves, Sechrist, White, & 
Paradise, 2005; ~iThit~eid, Anda, Dube, & Felltti, 2003; Wolfe, Scott, Wekerle, &Pittman, 
2001). Though the relationship between childhood sexual abuse and dating violence 
perpetration has been established, gender and race differences in the relationship are not as 
clear. For example, female adult survivors of childhood sexual abuse are more likely than 
non-abused adults to perpetrate violence in their romantic relationships (DiLillo, Giuffre, 
Tremblay, &Peterson, 2001). On the other hand, men who were sexually abused as children 
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are at increased risk of perpetrating partner violence as opposed to women who experienced 
childhood sexual abuse (Whitfield, Anda, Dube, & Felitti, 2003). With respect to race, most 
studies include predominately White participants, so race differences with respect to sexual 
abuse and dating violence perpetration have not been assessed (DiLillo, Giuffre, Tremblay, 
& Peterson, 2001; .Graves, Sechrist, White, &Paradise, 2005; Whitfield, Anda, Dube, & 
Felitti, 2003; Wolfe, Scott, Wekerle, &Pittman, 2001). However, there is no difference in the 
percentage of African-Americans and Whites who experienced childhood sexual abuse 
(DiLillo et al.), which may mean that both groups have an equal risk of perpetrating dating, 
violence based on childhood experience of sexual abuse. 
Although these studies involve adults' reports of their childhood experiences of sexual 
abuse, similar results have been found with adolescent reports (Wolfe, Scott, Wekerle, & 
Pittman, 2001). Experiencing childhood sexual abuse increases the likelihood of perpetrating 
intimate partner violence during adolescence. In addition, with the mixed and lacking results 
comparing boys and girls and different races, conclusions cannot be made about how the 
relationship between childhood sexual abuse and dating violence perpetration may differ 
depending on adolescents' gender and race. 
Externalizing behavzo~ problems. Externalizing behavior is characterized by aggressive 
and hostile behaviors (McMahon, 1994). These aggressive and hostile behaviors have been 
found, in one study, to result from witnessing interparental violence and have also been tied 
to adolescent violence (beater-Deckard, Dodge, Bates, &Pettit, 1998). Support for this 
finding is in the research that shows adult men who perpetrate violence report moderately 
higher levels of anger and hostility than nonviolent men (Norlander &Eckhardt, 2004). 
Though this finding is based on adult men, it can be compared to violence exhibited by 
adolescents. For example, adolescents who are exposed to parental violence and have 
externalizing behavior problems are more likely to perpetrate dating violence as compared to 
adolescents who keep their anger internal (Wolf & Foshee, 2003). These studies lend support 
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for the assertion that externalizing. behavior problems are linked to dating violence 
perpetration, both directly and indirectly and for adolescents and adults. 
Adolescents' exhibition of externalizing behaviors differs by race and gender. For 
example, African-American males exhibit more externalizing behaviors as compared to 
White males (beater-Deckard, Dodge, Bates, &Pettit, 1998; Kelley, Lofthouse, Bates, 
Dodge, &Pettit, 2003). Because externalizing behavior problems are linked to dating 
violence perpetration, Black males may be more likely to perpetrate dating violence as 
compared to White males (beater-Deckard, Dodge, Bates, &Pettit, 1998; Kelley; Lofthouse, 
Bates, Dodge, &Pettit, 2003). On the other hand, girls who witnessed parental violence are 
more likely to exhibit externalizing behavior problems as compared to boys, which illustrates 
differences in outcomes based on gender depending on the inclusion of parental domestic 
violence in analyses (O'Keefe, 1994). Specifically, when parental domestic violence is not 
accounted for in analyses of externalizing behavior problems, males are at greater risk of 
exhibiting aggression and hostility as compared to females. On the other hand, when parental 
domestic violence is accounted for, girls are more likely to exhibit externalizing behavior 
problems than boys (O'Keefe, 1994). This finding represents the need to include contextual 
factors in analyses in order to gain a better understanding of the impact externalizing 
behavior problems have on dating violence perpetration and how this link may differ by race 
and gender. 
Family Factors 
The family factors of mother-child relationship, father-child relationship, father 
involvement, harsh physical punishment, and parental monitoring have been linked to dating 
violence perpetration in past research; therefore, they will be included in data analyses. 
Accounting for these family factors as well as demographics and the adolescent factors of 
drug and alcohol use, mental health problems, childhood sexual abuse, and externalizing 
behavior problems will reduce overestimations of the relations between each of these factors 
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and dating violence perpetration, resulting in~ a more thorough understanding of the effect 
academic difficulties, involvement with school, involvement with antisocial peers, and 
school violence has on dating violence perpetration. 
Mother-child ~elationshi~. Two aspects of the mother-child relationship that influence 
adolescent dating violence perpetration and externalizing behavior problems are 
communication (Andrews, Foster, Capaldi, &Hops, 2000; Howard, Cross, Li, &Huang, 
1999) and hostility (Allen, Hauser, Eickholt, Bell, &O'Connor, 1994; Nix, Pinderhughes, 
Dodge, Bates, Pettit, McFadyen-Ketchum, 1999; O'Keefe, 1994). One study that linked 
mother-adolescent communication to dating violence perpetration found that aversive 
communication increased the adolescents' likelihood to perpetrate dating violence (Andrews 
et al., 2000). In addition, the less parents know about their adolescents' experiences with 
violence, which maybe represented by low mother-adolescent communication, the more 
likely the adolescents will perpetrate violence in their relationships (Howard et al., 1999). In 
addition, an indirect relationship between mother-child communication and dating violence 
perpetration was found in a study involving Latino mother-adolescent conflict resolution. 
Specifically, mothers who were less positive in their communication about conflict were 
more Likely to have adolescents who reported substance use, which is a risk factor for dating 
violence perpetration (Corona, Lefkowitz, Sigman, & Romo, 2005). Overall, poor mother-
adolescent communication patterns directly and indirectly influence the likelihood that the 
adolescent will perpetrate dating violence. 
Hostile mother-adolescent relationships have been Linked to externalizing behavior 
problems more often than to dating violence perpetration (Allen et al., 1994; Nix et al., 
1999). Specifically, mother-adolescent hostility leads to externalizing behaviors, which is a 
risk factor for dating violence perpetration (Allen et al.; Nix et al.). Furthermore, observing 
marital violence along with having a hostile mother-adolescent relationship puts adolescents 
at greater risk for exhibiting aggression and hostility towards others (O'Keefe, 1994). On the 
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other hand, of adolescents who were aggressive, mother's warmth toward the adolescent 
negated the link to adolescent dating .violence perpetration (Brendgen, Vitaro, Tremblay, & 
Lavoie, 2001). In sum, hostile mother-adolescent interactions are a risk factor for dating 
violence perpetration. 
Like many of the studies that described the link between adolescent dating violence 
perpetration and adolescent factors, gender and race differences with regard to mother-
adolescent communication and hostility are mixed and Lacking. Andrews et al. (2000) found 
that family aversive communication predicted couple aversive communication for dating men 
and married women. This may mean that it influences intimate partner violence perpetration 
differently for men and women, since aversive communication influenced only dating men 
and married women. The lack of results with respect to race comparisons maybe the result of 
homogeneity in study samples. For example, most studies have respondents from only one 
ethnic background (Allen et al., 1994; Andrews et ai.; Corona et al.; Howard et al., 1999). 
Thus, to account for the mixed results in mother-adolescent communication on dating 
violence perpetration, the current study will simultaneously account for race and gender in 
addition to mother-child communication to gain a better understanding o~f the role school 
factors play in adolescent dating violence perpetration. 
Furthermore,. few studies on mother-adolescent hostility identify gender and race 
differences (Allen et al., 1994; Nix et al., 1999). However, one study that did found hostility 
to be a better predictor of girls' externalizing behaviors as compared to boys' (O'Keefe, 
1994). The same study also found that African-Americans' hostility with their mothers was a 
better predictor of externalizing behaviors as compared to whites or Hispanics (O'Keefe). 
These findings may mean that girls and African-Americans who have hostile mothers are 
more likely to perpetrate violence, because externalizing behaviors like aggression and 
violence are risk factors for dating violence perpetration. 
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Father involvement and relationship quality with adolescent. The involvement of fathers 
in adolescents' lives is important for prosocial development (Cabrera et al., 2000). Several 
studies have illustrated the importance of father involvement on the .likelihood of a child to 
be aggressive or violent,. with the overwhelming outcome being that low quality and little 
father involvement is associated with adolescent delinquency (Amato & Gilbreth, 1999; 
Simons, Johnson, &Conger, 1994; Williams &Kelly, 2005) and dating violence (Simons, 
Lin, &Gordon, 1998). In other words, adolescents who have involved fathers are less likely 
to be involved in delinquent activity (Cabrera et al., 2000; Harris, Furstenberg, & Marmer, 
1998). 
Boys and girls are impacted by father involvement similarly with respect to dating 
violence perpetration. Specifically, adolescents, regardless of gender, are more likely to be 
delinquent (Farrington, 1994; Scott, 1998; Simons et al., 1998; Williams &Kelly, 2005) and 
perpetrate violence in dating relationships (Simons et al.) if they spend little time with their 
fathers as compared to those who spend more time with their fathers. On the other hand, 
African-American children are more positively affected by involvement with fathers and 
father-figures as compared to White children (Coley, 1998). Thus, more race differences may 
exist in the relationship between father involvement and dating violence perpetration as 
compared to gender differences because no gender differences have been found. 
Not only does quantity of father involvement matter, but the quality of the relationship 
with their adolescent children also influences adolescent delinquent and antisocial behavior 
(Cabrera, Tamis-LeMonda, Bradley, Hofferth, &Lamb, 2000). Similar to that of mothers' 
relationships with adolescents, fathers' relationships with their adolescent children also 
influence their likelihood to exhibit delinquent behaviors (Shek, 2005; Vazsonyi, 2003). 
Particularly, hostile father-adolescent relationships increase the adolescent's. likelihood to 
exhibit antisocial behavior (Shek & Ma, 2001). On the other hand, adolescents who perceive 
closeness or warmth with their fathers are Less likely to exhibit problem behaviors, including 
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assault (Coley, 1998; Vazsonyi, 2003). In addition, adolescents who perceive good 
communication with their fathers have greater well-being as compared to adolescents who 
perceive poor communication with their fathers (Brotherson, Yamamoto, & Acock, 2003). 
Thus, these associations may also explain the link between father-adolescent relationship and 
dating violence perpetration. 
Furthermore, an indirect relationship to delinquent behaviors like dating violence 
perpetration was found in a study on victimization at school. Estevez, Musitu, and Herrero 
(2005) found that adolescents who were victimized in school were more likely to have 
negative communication with their fathers. From what research has found about school 
violence .and dating violence. perpetration (school violence victimization increases the 
likelihood to perpetrate dating violence), adolescents who are both victims of school violence 
and have negative communication with fathers maybe at greater risk for perpetrating dating 
violence as compared to those who have positive communication with their fathers. Overall, 
adolescents' positive communication with their fathers seems to serve as a protective factor, 
whereas negative communication is a risk factor for dating violence perpetration. 
Subsequently, few studies on father-adolescent relationship have addressed gender and 
race differences with respect to delinquent behavior. One study that examined the influence 
father warmth had on adolescent problem behaviors found that girls and. AfT.can-Americans 
were more positively influenced than were boys and Whites (Coley, 1998). With respect to 
father-adolescent conflict, boys were more likely to show delinquent behaviors given they 
had conflict with their fathers as compared to girls (Shek, 2005). In a study of all ~ females, 
however, if the adolescent daughter perceived father anger and alienation, .then she was more 
likely to engage in delinquent behaviors as compared to daughters who did not perceive 
father anger and alienation (Coley, 2003). Overall, father-adolescent relationship quality 
seems to be important with regard to dating violence perpetration, for both boys and girls. 
With respect to race, studies on father-adolescent relationships and delin uenc utilize ~ y 
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homogenous samples (Estevez et al., 2005; Shek, 2005), which makes it difficult to draw 
meaningful conclusions about race differences. Thus, conclusions cannot be made about race 
differences and the influence father-adolescent relationship quality has, on dating violence 
perpetration. 
1Ya~sh physical punishment. Children whose parents use harsh physical punishment are at 
greater risk of perpetrating violence in adolescence (Tolan, Gorman-Smith, &Henry, 2002) 
and adulthood (Straus &Kantor, 1994). In other words, harsh parenting is positively related 
to youth. violence and antisocial behavior (Capaldi, Pears, Patterson, &Owen, 2003; Tolan et 
al.) as well as dating violence perpetration in adolescence (Lavoie, Hebert, Tremblay, Vitaro, 
Vezina, &McDuff, 2002; Swinford, DeMaris, Cernkovich, &Giordano, 2000). 
Unfortunately, how harsh physical punishment affects dating violence perpetration by gender 
and race is not well documented. Studies on the relationship between harsh physical 
punishment and dating violence perpetration tend to use all male participants (Capaldi et al., 
2003; Lavoie et al., 2002; Tolan et al., 2002) or fail to test differences by gender (Swinford et 
a1., 2000). One study reported, however, that boys who are harshly disciplined are more 
likely to exhibit externalizing behaviors as compared to girls, which has been linked to dating 
violence perpetration (Kamsner &McCabe, 2000). The same is true for reports on race 
differences; studies either use homogenous samples (Capaldi et al.; Lavoie et al.) or fail to 
examine differences (Tolan et al.). One study that attended to race differences found that the 
relationship between harsh physical punishment and dating violence perpetration did not 
influence African-Americans and ~i'Vhites differently {Swinford et al.). Thus, these potential 
differences will be explored. 
Parental monitoring. Numerous studies have shown that well-monitored children are less 
involved in delinquency and violent behaviors (Howard, Qiu, & Boekeloo, 2003; Stattin & 
Kerr,- 2000; Tolan -et al., 2002). Particularly, parental monitoring is a protective factor against 
dating violence perpetration for minority adolescents (Howard et al.) and delinquency in 
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minority males (Tolan et al.). On the other hand, boys who lacked parental monitoring were 
more likely to become involved in violent dating relationships (Lavoie et al., 2002) and 
antisocial behaviors including assault (Ary et al., 1999; Capaldi et al., 2003). Conversely, 
girls who were dating violence perpetrators were found to have less parental supervision than 
girls who were not perpetrators, which gives support that parental monitoring is important for 
boys and girls in preventing dating violence perpetration (Chase, Treboux, &O'Leary, 2002; 
Mazefsky &Farrell, 2005). Less is known about the influence of race on monitoring and 
dating violence perpetration because most studies use White participants (Ary et al.; Bank & 
Burraston, 2001,,; Capaldi et al.; Chase et al.; Lavoie et a1.; Mazefsky &Farrell). Thus, the 
moderating effects. of race and gender will be tested. 
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